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SENATE.
MoxpaAy, January 18, 1904.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EpWARD EVERETT HALE.

Mr. H, D. MoxEY, a Senator from the State of Mississippi, ap-
peared in his seat to-day.

The Secretary to read the Journal of the proceedings
of Friday last, when, on request of Mr, LoDGE, and by unanimous
consent, the further reading was dispensed with.

Th:d. PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap-

TOV
. RENTAL OF BUILDINGS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, trans-
mitting, in response to a resolution of the 17th ultimo, a state-
ment showing the quarters and buildings rented I&ﬂm Depart-
ment of Commerce and Labor in the District of Columbia and
the various States and Terrifories; which, with the accompany-
ing paper, was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed.

FINDINGS BY THE COURT OF CLAIMS,

The PRESIDENT pro tem laid before the Senate a commu-
nication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed b%hthe court
in the cause of the Norfolk Seamen’s Friend Society v. The United
States; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed.

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the pssist-
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified ¢opy of
the findi of fact filed by the court in the cause of George L.
Watkins, Junins F. Watkins, Bettie Hamilton, Lottie 12. %ﬂd,
and Louise J. Jones v. The United States; which, with the accom-
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and
ordered to be printed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R.
McEENNEY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had
passed the bill (S. 465) to amend an act entitled “‘An act to permit
the Pintsch Compressing Company to lay pipes in certain streets
in the city of Washington,”* approved May 19, 1896,

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the con-
gregation of the First Congregational Church of Harvey, IlL., pray-
ing for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the congregation of the
Methodist Episcopal Church of New Bedford, Mass., and a peti-
tion of sundry citizens of Haverhill, Mass., praying for an investi-
gation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SmooT,
a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the
Committee on Privileges and Elections.

He also presented a petition of the Boston Chamber of Com-
merce, of Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation
which will admit coal free into the United States coming from
countries where no duty is levied on coal of the United States;
which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. PLATT of New York presented petitions of Abel Smith-
First Island Post, No. 435, of Brooklyn; of Chismore Post,
No. 110, of Ilion; of B. C. Butler Post, No. 816, of Warren County;
of Sawyer Post, No. 333, of Whitesville; of Post No. 449, of York;
of Cary W. Mines Post, No. 624, of Georgetown, all of the De-

ent of New York, Grand Army of the blic, and of sun-
dry citizens of Georgetown, all in the State of New York, pray-
ing for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were re-
ferred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also presented a petition of the Produce Exchange of New
York City, praying that an appropriation be made for the deepen-
ing of the E?;:lem (Bronx) Kills to 18 feet from the lower end of
Harlem River to Long Island Sound; which was referred to the

ittee on Commerce.

He also presented a memorial of .the Lake Seamen’s Union of
Buffalo, N. Y., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla-
tion to amend the laws relating to American seamen. for the pro-
tection of such scamen, and to promote commerce; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Commerce.

He also presented a petition of the Congress Club, of Kings
County, N. Y., praying for the ratification of the Panama Canal
treaty; which wasreferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

He also presented petitions of the board of su rs of Jef-
ferson County; of Chemung Va]ieg Grange, Patrons of Hus-
bandry, of Chemung County, and of the board of supervisors of
Greene County, all in the State of New York, ];;raying that an ap-
propriation be made for the improvement of the public highways
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of the country; which were referred to the Committee on Agri-
culture and Forestry.

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Home Missionary
Society of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Cincinnati, Ohio;
of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Mor-
ristown; of sundry citizens of Poland; of the congregation of the
First Congregational Churchof Jamestown; of sundry citizens of
Brooklyn; of the mnggation of the North Presbyterian Church,
of Binghampton; of the congregation of the First Swedish Bap-
tist Church of Jamestown, and of the Woman’s Missionary Soci-
ety of Avon, all in the State of New York, pmﬁing for an inves-

igation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SM00T,
aSenator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Com-
mittee on Privileges and Elections,

Mr. QUARLES presented a petition of the Board of Directors
of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Association of Milwaukee,
Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the
reorganization of the consular service; which was referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations.

He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the
Merchants and Manufacturers’ Association of Milwaukee, Wis.,
praying for the enactment of legislation to establish the post-
check system of currency; which was referred to the Committee
o P Dl P e, ¢ o

8 presented a petition of the congregation of the Metho-
dist Episcopal Church of Sparta, Wis., praying for the enactment
of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxi-
gtmg liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju-

ciary. .

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Missionary Society
of the First Pres ian Church of Racine, Wis., and a petition
of the Woman's Missionary Society of the First Presbyterian
Church of La Crosse, Wis., pmyinngor an investigation of the
charges made and filed against Hon. REED Sxoo0T, a Senator from
the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on
Privileges and Elections.

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented the petition of Richard
J. Beall, of Washington, D. C., praying that his claim for dam-
ages sustained by reason of the condemnation and taking by the
United States of certain land owned by him in the District of Co-
lumbia be referred tothe Court of Claims for adjudication; which
was referred to the Committee on Claims.

He also (for Mr. ANkeNY) presented a petition of sundry citi-

zens of Mission, Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation
to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors;
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.
Mr. CLAPP presented petitions of Mitchell Post, No. 63; of M. L.
Deveraux Post, No. 43; of La Guiaga Post, No. 97; of John W.
Cochrane Post, No. 164; of Booth Post, No. 130; of General Sum-
ner Post, No. 64; of L. P, Plummer Post, No. 50; of B. K. Davis
Post, No. 1387; of George H. Thomas Post; of Hecker Post, No.
48; of General Hayen Post, No. 177; of L. H. Tenny Post, No.
103; of Stoddard Post, No. 84, all of the Department of Minne-
sota, Grand Army of the Republic, of Minnesota, and of the
German-American Veteran Association of St. Paul, Minn., pray-
ing for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were re-
ferred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. GAMBLE presented the petition of C. P. Creamer and 12
other citizens of Academy, 8. Dak., praying for the enactment of
legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Gov-
ernment buildings and Soldiers’ Homes; which was referred to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

He also presented a memorial of the Retail Implement Dealers’
Association of Alexandria, S. Dak., remonstrating against the
passage of the so-called parcels-post bill; which was referred to
the Committee on the Judiziary.

He also presented a petition of McKenzie Post, No. 84,
ment of Sonth Dakota, Grand Army of the Republie, of -
berlain, 8. Dak., praying for the enactment of a service-pension
law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper-
ance Union of Highland Park. of the congregation of the Friends’
Church of Mount Vernon, of the Woman's Club of Lead, all inthe
State of South Dakota, and of the Woman’s Home Missionary
Society of the Methedist Episcopal Church of Cincinnati, Ohio,
E‘ay‘ing for an investigation of the charges made and filed against

on. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of Robert T. Harvey Post,
No. 606, of Heyworth; of E. N. Kirk Post, No. 636, of Pern; of
St. Joseph Post, No. 220, of St. Joseph; of E. L. Gooding Post,
No. 401, of Lockport; of G. L. Nevins Post, No. 1, of Rockford;
of Darbean Post, No. 320, of Morris; of Martin Post, No. 201, of
Gridley; of Dunham Post, No. 141, of Decatur; of Charles E.
Hovey Post, No. 786, of Normal; of Dick Johnston Post, No. 381,
of Tallula; of Holm Post, No. 195, of Wheeler; of R. M. A. Hawk
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Post, No. 406, of Savanna; of Woodruff Post, No. 113, of Wash-
burn; of Benton Post, No. 341, of Benton, and of Geddes Post,
No. 142, of ,all of the Department of Illinois, Grand
Army of the Republic, in the State of Illinois, praying for the en-
actment of a service-pension law; which were referred to the
Committee on Pensions.

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the New Hampshire
Christian Endeavor Union, of Nashua, N, H., praying for the en-
actment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of
intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on
the Judiciary. y

Mr, QUAY presented a petition of Local Division No. 102, Or-
der of Rai Telegraphers, of Phi]adelﬁhia, Pa., praying for
the enactment of legislature to improve the condition of teleg-
raphers in the United States Army; which was referred to the
Committee on Military Affairs,

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the West-
minster Presbyterian Church, of Greensburg; of the Woman’s
Missionary Society of the Westminister Presbyterian Church, of
Greensburg; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of
Carlisle, and of the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of Con-
neautville, all in the State dbf Pennsylvania, praging for an inves-
tigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. ReED Sxoor,
a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the
Comimittee on Privileges and Elections.

Mr. DOLLIVER ented petitions of Osceola Post, No. 173,
of Osceola; of Shively Post, No. 421, of Kent; of Custer Post, No.
25, of Cherokee; of N, B. Howard Post, No. 92, of Dewitt; of
C. G. Francis Post, No. 181, of Walker; of Albert Rowley Post,
No. 193, of Humboldt; of Wayne Post, No. 137, of Humeston; of
0. G. Hunt Post. No. 266. of State Center; of E. H. Packard Post,
No. 307, of Renwick; of Launtz Post, No. 215, of Ireton; of Win-
field Scott Post, No. 66, of Webster Cirﬁ of Joe Ross Post, No.
200, of Sidney; of Matthew Gray Post, No. 93, of Ida Grove; of
‘Washington Post, No. 185, of Adair; of James Miller Post, No.
503, of Marathon; of W. D. Price Post, No. 392, of Schaeller; of
Bent Post, No. 489, of Sumner; of Tip West Post, No. 75, of
Montrose; of General Wilson Post, No. 432, of Kellogg; of Bel-
kmap Post, No. 515, of Keokuk; of What Cheer Post, No. 144, of
‘What Cheer; of Wallar Post, No. 223, of Milford; of Shield Post,
No. 83, of Buford; of Post No. 300, of Ogden; of Belden Post, No.
69, of Missouri Valley; of T. M. Tuttle Post, No. 497, of Ottumwa;
of E. D. Baker Post, No. 80; of Marble Rock Post, No. 308, of
Marble Rock, and of Alles Post, No. 113, of Manson, all of the
Department of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State
of Iowa, praying for the enactment of a service-pension law;
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. DRYDEN presente%?eﬁtions of the Woman's Missionary
Society of Asbury, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union
of Madison, of the congregation of the First tional
Church of East Orange, of sundry citizens of Morristown, and of
sundry citizens of Pluckemin, all in the State of New Jersey, pray-
ing for an investigation of the charges made and filed agai
Hon. REED SMo00T, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the board of directors
of the Southwestern Mercantile Association, of St. Louis, Mo.,
Elll‘nym' g for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers of

¢ Interstate Commerce Commission; which was referred to the
Committee on Interstate Commerce.

He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the
Merchants” Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., praying that an appro-
griaﬁon be made for the maintenance of the levee on the upper

ississippi River; which was referred to the Committee on Com-

erce.
He also presented a pefition of the board of directors of the
Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., fY[:m}’i.ug that an aﬁpro-
g_rti)ation be made for the improvement of the Mississippi River

m St. Louis to St. Paul, so as fo secure a navigable ¢hannel of
6 feet when the river is not impeded, etc.; which was referred to
the Committee on erce.

He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the
Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., praying that an appro-
Beriation be made for the improvement of the Mississippi River

tween the mouth of the Missouri and the month of the Ohio in
order to secure a 9-foot channel; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Commerce.

Mr. OVERMAN presented a petition of the Young Woman's
Christian Temperance Union of Snow Camp, N. C., praying for
an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED
Sxo00T, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred fo
the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

Mr. PATTERSON presented petitions of Abraham Lincoln Post,
No. 4, of Colorado; of Post No. 81, of Denver: of Post No. 18, of
Ruena Vista; of Post No. 23, of Colorado; of Anderson Post, No. 86,

m

of Cripple Creek; of George H. Thomas Post, No. 7, of Fort Col-
lins; of Post No. 108, of Colorado; of Post No. 88, of Colorado,
and of Post No. 100, of Colorado, all of the Department of Colo-
rado, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of Colorado,
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were
referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also presented g)eﬁtiona of sundry citizens of Florence; of
the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Fort Lup-
ton; of the congregation of the First Presbyterian Church of
Lamar; of the Shakespeare Club, of Georgetown; of sundry citi-
zens of Denver; of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of
Loveland; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church
of Montrose; of the covr‘lgregation of the Presbyterian Church of
Cripple Creek; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of
Fort Lt}pton, and of the Ministerial Alliance of Denver, all in the
State of Colorado, praying for an investigation of the charges
made and filed against Hon. REED Sxoo0T, a Senator from the State
% Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and

ections,

He also presented the petition of C. M. Jackson, of Salt Lake
City, Utah, praying that the Committee on Privileges and Elec-
tions of the Umnited States Senate be instructed to proceed with-
out delay to investigate the charges made and filed against Hon,
REED Swmoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of Rear-Admiral J. W. Philip
Garrison, No. 61, Army and Navy Union, United States Army,
navy-yard, Norfolk, Va., praying for the enactment of a naval
rAe&ir?ment law; which was referred to the Committes on Naval

airs.

Mr. NELSON presented amemorial of the Grays Harbor Trades
and Labor Council, American Federation of Labor, of Aberdeen,
Wash., remonstrating inst the enactment of legislation au-
thorizing the payment of allotment in the coastwise trade; which
was referred to the Committee on Commerce.

He also presented petitions of the Sorosis Club, of St. Peter; of
the Woman’s Home Missionary Societg' of the Simpson Methodist
Episcopal Church, of Minneapolis, and of sundry citizens of Min-
neapolis, all in the State of Minnesota, praying for an investiga-
tion of the charges made and filed a.%ainsh Hon. REED Sm00T, a
Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Com-
mittee on Privileges and Elections.

He slso presented petitions of Post No. 182, of Money Creek; of
Post No. 78, of Waterville; of Magnard Post, No. 49, of Elysian;
of Post No. 110, of Stacy; of Thomas Post, No. 30, of Brainard;
of H. H. Edwards Post, No. 135, of Sherburn; of Engene M. Wil-
son Post, of New Paynesville; of James M. McKeloy Post, No.
134, of Minnesota, all of the Department of Minnesota, Grand
Army of the Republie, and of sundry citizens of Sauk Rapids and
St. Cloud, all in the State of Minnesota, praying for the enact-
ment of a service-pension law; which were referred to the Com-
mittee on Pensions,

r. HALE presented a petition of Lodge No. 393, Brotherhood
of Railroad Trainmen, of Fort Kent, Me., praying for the enact-
ment of legislation relating to liability of common carriers, ete.;
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

He also presented a petition of Frank G. Flagg Post, No. 122,
Department of Maine, Grand Army of the Republic, of Maine,
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which was
refon‘efi to the Committee on Pensions.

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper-
ance Union of Saco, Me., prag.ng for an investigation of the
charges made and filed against Hon. REED SM0OT, a Senator from
the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Priv-
ileges and Elections.

Mr. DUBOIS presented a memorial of the Woman’s Christian
Temﬁera.nce Union of Idaho, remonstrating against the union of
the Indian Territory and Oklahoma as one State; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Territories.

Healso presented petitions of Charles C. Pierce, chaplain, United
States Army, of Fort Myer, Va.; of Rev. L. W. Gowen, of Boise,
Idaho: of J. Cardinal Gibbons, of Baltimore, Md.; of Rev. E. P.
Giboney, of Lewiston, Idaho; of J. B. Funsten, Bishop of Boise,
Idaho,and of W. J. Boone, president of the College of Idaho, Cald-
well, Idaho, praying for the enactment of legislation providi
for the promotion o: chaplnins in the Army; which were refe
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian T
ance Union of Idaho, praying for an investigation of the charges
made and filed against Hon. REED SM00T, a Senator from the
State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges
and Elections.

Mr. McCOMAS presented a petition of A. C. Spicer Post, No.
43, Department of Maryland, Grand Army of the Republic, of
Freeland, Md., and a petitién of Warren Post, No. 49, Depart-
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ment of Maryland, Grand Army of the Republic, of Forest Hill,
Md., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which
were referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also presented a memorial of the Federation of Labor of
Baltimore, Md., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla-
tion relative to the allotment of wages of seamen; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Commerce.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented a petition of the New
Haven and Coastwise Lumber Dealers’ Association, of New Haven,
Conn., praying for the establishment of a forest reserve in the
White Mountains; which was referred to the Committee on For-
est Reservations and the Protection of Game.

He also presented a petition of the Postal Progress League, of
New York City, N. Y., praying for the passage of the so-called
parcals-post bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post-
Offices and Post-Roads.

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper-
ance Union of New Haven, Conn., praying for an investigation
of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SmoOT, a
Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Privileges and Elections.

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of sundry citizens of Cali-
fornia, praying for the passage of the so-called parcels- bill;
which were referred to the Committee on P ces and Post-

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Commercial Club of To-
peka, Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation to restore
&e merchant marine; which was referred to the Committee on

mmerce.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES,

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom
was referred the bill (S. 2424) to recognize and promote the effi-
ciency of army chaplains, reported it with amendments, and sub-
mitted reports thereon. :

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
was referred the bill (S. 2999) granting an increase of pension to
Melvina C. Buzzell, reported it with amendments, and submitted
a report thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the
following bills, reported them each with an amendment, and sub-
mitted reports thereon:

A bill (8. 1678) granting an increase of pension to Rudolph
Reinhart;

A bill (S. 900) granting an increase of pension to Daniel M.
Smith: and

A bill (8. 2429) granting an increase of pension to John Dow.

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: ;

A bill (H. R. 990) granting an increase of pension to Harrison

. Fox;

A b1{l (H. R. 4935) granting an increase of pension to Edward
T. Miller;

A bill (H. R. 722) granting an increase of pension to Zechariah
B. Stnart; and

A bill (H. R. 907) granting an increase of pension to De Witt
C. Parker, alias Clinton J. Parker.

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co-
lumbia, to whom were referred the following joint resolution and
bill, reported them severally without amendment, and submitted
reports thereon: i :

A joint resolution (8. R. b) to enlarge the scope of an act entitled
“An act to provide a permanent system of highways in that part
of the District of Columbia lying outside of cities,” approved
March 2, 1893; and . =

A bill (8. 8157) in relation to business streets in the District of
Columbia.

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were
referred the following bills, reported them severally withount
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: e

A bill (S. 148) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin H.
Smalley; and .

A bill (8. 154) granting an increase of pension to Hugh T.
Crockett.

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend-
ment, and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (8. 2216) granting an increase of pension to Charles Reed;

A bill (8. 158) granting an increase of pension to William W.

Turk; .
F&dhm (S. 156) granting an increase of pension to Harriet L.
ord; an
A bill (S. 2217) granting an increase of pension to Henry C.

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
were referred the fo]lowi;ﬁ bills, reported them severally without
amendment, and sntmitted reports thereon:

A bill (H. R. 4726) granting an increase of pension to Samuel B.
Brightman; and

A bill (S. 183) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth B,
Sarson,

Mr, BURTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was
referred the bill (S. 893) granting an increase of pension to William
W. Angelo, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a
reﬁrrb thereon. :

. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
was referred the bill (8. 7666) granting an increase of pension to
Laura F. Hine, reported it without amendment, and submitted a

rego[;t thereon.

. CARMACRK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without
amendment, and submitted reports thereon:

A Dbill (H. R. 227) granting a pension to Margaret Cotter;

A bill (H. R. 2424) granting a pension to Emma Butler; and

A bill (8. 2557) granting a pension to Johniken L. Mynatt.

Mr. CARMACK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
was referred the bill (8. 2558) granting an increase of pension to
Sallie H. Kincaid, reported it with an amendment, and submitted
a report thereon.

. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with
amendments, and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (S. 70) granting an increase of pension to John G, Brown;

and
hzén bill (8. 89) granting an increase of pension to James M. Mark-

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
was referred the bill (S, 693) granting an increase of pension to
Charles W. De Rocher, reported it with an amendment, and sub-
mitted a report thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and
submitted reports thereon:

A bill (H. R, 930) granting an increase of pension to Thomas
M. Parkison; and
- AF b;]l (H. R. 8743) granting an increase of pension to Charles

. Foley.

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was
referred the bill (8. 3341) authorizing the city of Nome, a munic-
ﬁl corporation organized and existing under chapter 21, Title

,of an act of Congress approved June 6, 1900, entitled ‘‘An act
making further provision for a civil government for Alaska, and
for other purposes,’”” to construct a free bridge across the Snake
River at Nome City, in the Territory of Alaska, reported it with
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pensions,
to whom were referred the following bills, reported them sever-
ally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon:

% bill (S. 2048) granting an increase of pension to George Hyde;
an

A bill (8.2087) granting an increase of pension to George Rilea,

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pensions,
to whom was referred the bill (S. 812) granting an increase of
pension to John F. Oviatt, reported it with an amendment, and
submitted a report thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the
bill (8. 317) granting an increase of pension to Mortimer Hallet,
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon.

.SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re-
ferred the bill (H. R. 468) granting an increase of pension to Henry
?hhristy. reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report

ereon.

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the
bill (S. 2841) granting a pension to Jane Patterson, reported it
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and
submitted reports thereon:

A bill (H. R. 7370) granting an increase of pension to Andrew

Ivory;

A bill (H. R. 1184) granting an increase of pension to William
F'.g' bilt (HL. . 5005) £ Worthing
i . R. granting an increase of pension to Wort o
ton 8. Lock;

A bill (H. R. 1517) granting an increase of pension to Gecrge
'W. Hutchison; and

A bill (H. R.5246) granting an increase of pension to Sebastian
B. Elliott

Mr, MCCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
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were referred the following bills, reported them severally without
amendment, and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (S. 8201) granting an increase of pension to John Olson
Balkken, alias John Olson;

A bill (S. 3400) to amend the act entitled *“An act granting a
pension to Flora Stanton Kalk,” approved February 25, 1899;

A bill (8. 3423) granting an increase of pension to Joseph H.

Ottey;
CIA Eill (H. R. 5521) granting an increase of pension to CharlesS.

ark;
KAwyilllt(H. R. 2616) granting an increase of pension to Joseph
. Welt;
A bill (H. R. 5010) granting a pension to Mary F. Hamilton;
A bill (H. R. 8821) granting an increase of pension to Hannah
Padgett, now Riley;
F:ﬁbﬂ] (H. R. 6441) granting an increase of pension to Peter
ion;
A bill (H. R, 4319) granting an increase of pemsion to John

n;

A bill (H. R. 198) granting a pension to Grace E. Carson;

A bill (H. R. 5719) granting an increase of pension to Forbes
Homiston;

A bill (H. R. 1288) granting an increase of pension to Jason
Stevens; and

A bill (H. R. 2991) granting an increase of pension to Lydia
A. Topping.

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an
amendment, and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (S. 2441) granting an increase of pension to Frank Lee;

A Dbill (8. 2561) granting an increase of pension to Mathias 8.

Friend;
Chi bﬂ} (S. 2289) granting an increase of pension to Theodore E.

e; I
A bill (H. R. 3908) granting an increase of pension to George
C. Sherman;
A bill (8. 2445) granting an increase of pension to George M.
Waters; and
A bill (H. R: 958) granting an increass of pension to Alfred H.

ers.

L%r. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
were referred the foﬂowingg bills, reported them severally with
amendments, and submi reports thereon: ]

A bill (S. 2289) granting a pension to Louisa R. Chitwood; and
EJA bill (8. 1627) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo R.

ibbe.

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on the District of
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (8. 2878) authorizing
the laying of water mains and service sewers in the District of
Columbia, the levying of assessments therefor, and for other pur-
g}}(lmes, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report

ereon.

Mr. DUBOIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia,
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2324) for the extension of Ver-
mont avenue from Florida avenue to Howard University, reported
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon.

COMPILATION OF NAVAL APPROPRIATION LAWS,

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to
whom was referred the compilation presented by Mr. HALE onthe
15th instant, reported the following order; which was considered
by unanimous consent, and agreed to:
ot it th compttin o e aml Rem Ayt Lo
of the New Navy, be printed as a document.

SECOND ANNUAL REPORT OF RECLAMATION SERVICE,

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, re-
rted the following concurrent resolution; which wasc ered
E; unanimous consent, and agreed to:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the

Public Printer be, and he is here rint from

, authorized and directed to
Btereo plates and to bind 2,500 copies of the Second .Anmml Report of
the Reclamation Service, of which

for th f th Hmpiasf Re - t?.:ﬁme %or ti]}:g
Senate, 1,250 copies for the use of the House o resentatives, 200 cop
for the us'gﬁgt the Department of the Interior, and £ﬂ copies for the use of
the United States Geological Survey.

REPORT ON IRRIGATION IN UTAH.

Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee
on Printing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (8. R. 28)
authorizing the printing of additional copies of Agricultural Bul-
letin No. 124, being a report on irn%ation in Utah, to report it
favorably without amendment, and I ask for its present consider-
ation.

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows:

Resol etc., That there shall be printed from thestereq plates of the
Ronernot Trefoation Tayestigation: i Utan, under the direcHon of Edward
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Mead, chief of irrigation investigation, Office of Experiment Stations, Depart-
ment of Agriculture, 4,000 copies, of which 40) shall be for the use of the SBen-
ate, 600 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 3,000 for the use of
the Department of Agriculture.

There being no objection, the resolution was considered asin
Committee of the Whole. )

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend-
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

FIRST ANNUAL REPORT OF RECLAMATION SERVICE.

Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committes
on Printing, to whom was referred the concurrent resolution
submitted by the Senator from California [Mr. BArD] providing
for printing copies of the First Annual Report of the Reclamation
Serviee, to report it with amendments, and I ask for its present
consideration.

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the
concurrent resolution.

The amendments of the Committee on Printing were, in line 2,
before the word * thousand,”’ strike out ** five ’ and insert ** two; "’
in the same line, after the word * thousand,’’ insert ** five hun-
dred;’” in line 4, before the word *‘ thousand,’ strike out *‘ two "
and insert *‘one;”’ in line 5, before the word ‘* thonsand,” strike
out ‘‘three’ and insert “ one;’’ and in line 6, before the word
‘* copies,’’ insert *‘five hundred;’’ so as to make the concurrent
resoluticn read:

Resolved tatives i {1
o Bt e St (el o Bt speing) Tt
from June 17 to December 1, 1802, with the accompanying maps, of which
1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 1, copies for the use of
the House of Representatives. .

The amendments were agreed to.

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to.

REPORT OF COMMISSION ON INTERNATIONAL EXCHANGE.

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to
whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr,
ALprIcH on the 11th instant, reported it without amendment;
?nﬁi it was considered by unanimous consent and agreed fo, as

ollows:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there
be grintetl and bound 10,000 copies of the Report of the Commission on Inter-
national Exchange and the appendixes thereto, being House Document No.
144, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session, 2,000 of which shall be for the use
of the Senate, 4,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 4,000 for
the use of the Commission on International Exchange. :

MARY D. DUVALL,

Mr. SCOTT. I am directed by the Committee on Pensions, to
whom was referred the bill (S. 782) granting a pension to Mary D.
Duvall, to report it favorably with an amendment and to submit
a written report, and I ask for its present consideration.

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole. :

The amendment of the Committee on Pensions was to strike
out all after the enacting clause and insert:

That the SBecret of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisionsand limitations
of the pension laws, the name of Mary D. Duvall, widow of Isaac H. Duvall,
late brigadier-general, United States Volunteers, and pay her a pension at
the rate of $30 per month.

The amendment was agreed to. : X

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

COURTS IN WEST VIRGINIA.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut., I am directed by the Committee
on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1935) provid-
ing for the holding of an additional court in the northern district
of West Virginia at Martinsburg, W. Va., to report it favorabl
with a formal amendment. Isuppose a bill of this kind may waﬁ
be considered upon the presentation of the report, and I ask for
its present consideration. f

The Secretary read the bill,

Mr. BURTON. Under what order are we proceeding?

%&e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order of reports of com-
mittees,

Mr, PLATT of Conmecticut. This is simply a bill providing
for mi additional term of court in a district. It will take but a
minute.

Mr, BURTON. Very well.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
ent consideration of the bili?

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole.

The amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary "xas, in line

Is there objection to the pres-
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5, after the word * additional,” to insert the words * term of;* so
as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, efc., That in addition to the courts heretofors held in
northern district for the State of West YVir
tional term of court at Martinsburg, W.
in each year.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed. ;

The title was amended so as to read: “A Dbill providing for the
holding of an additional term of court in the northern district of
‘West Virginia at Martinsburg, W, Va.”

DESECRATION OF THE FLAG,

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I ask that the Committee on the
Judiciary be discharged from the further consideration of the bill
(8. 20) to prevent and punish the desecration of the flag of the
United States, and that it be referred to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs. In the last Congress a similar bill was before the
Committee on Mili Affairs, and a report was made on it by
that committee. I understand that the committee will be glad to
consider the bill at the present session.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on the Judi-
ciary will be discharged from the further consideration of the bill,
and it will be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, there
being no objection.

the
there shall he held an addi-
4., on the second Tuesday in May

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced abill (8. 3478) making provision
for conveying in fee the piece or strip of ground in Sf. Augustine,
Fla., known as the *‘ Moat,’’ for school purposes; which was read
twice by ifs title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

He also introduced a bill (8. 3479) making provision for con-
veying in fee certzin public grounds in the city of St. Augnstine,
Fla., for school purposes; which was read twice by its title, and,
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor.

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen-

gions:

SteApgm (8. 8480) granting an increase of pension to Swepston B.W.,
ens;

A bill (8. 8481) granting an increase of pension to J. E. Harri-

son; and

A bill (S, 8482) granting an increase of pension to Alfred H.
Le Fevre.

Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 8488) granting an increase
of fenmon to Charles Pfrang; which was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (8. 8484) to amend
section 2165 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relative
to naturalization; which was read twice by its title, and referred
to the Committee on the Judiciary. :

He also infroduced a bill (8, 3485) granting an increase of pen-
gion to Elizabeth Bedford; which was read twice by its title, and,
with accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen-
gions.

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (8. 8436) to provide for the
withdrawal, free of duty under bond, for incorporated institu-
tions established for religions, philosophical, educational, scien-
tific, or literary purposes, of articles and materials exhibited at
the Lonisiana Purchase Exposition; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also introdnced the following bills: which were severally
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commitiee on Pen-
gions:

A bill (S. 3487) granting a pension to Joseph Rever; and
IIA bill (8. 8488) granting an increase of pemsion to Charles E.

clntire. :

Mr. HANNA introduced a bill (8. 3489) granting a ion to
Annie Colt McCook; which was read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. ;

Mr, GAMBLE introduced the following bills; which were sev-
erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying pa-
pers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: ;

A bill (8. 3490) granting an increase of pension to Bucklin H.

H.X.Ohxll (8. 8401) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J.
owe:
Abill (8.3492) granting an increase of pension to John Whelan;
d
MA bill (8. 8493) granting an increase of pension to John C. Van
Cam

.
—Mrl?eSCOTT introduced the following bills; which were sever-

ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on
Pensions:

A Dbill (8. 8494) granting an increase of pension to Gieorge H.
Zinn (with an accompanying paper);

A bill (8. 3495; granting a pension to W. B. Cook;

A bill (8. 8496) granting a pension to P. 8. Cook: and

A Dbill (8. 8497) granting & pension to Bryant T. Moore (withan
accompanyi Kﬁaper).

Mr, HO S introduced the following bills; which were sev-
erally read twice by their titles, and referred tothe Committee on
Pensions:

Abill (8. 8498) granting an increase of pension to F. L. Ferugson;

A bill (S. 8489) granting an increase of pension to Samuel E.
Lookinghill;

A bill (S. 3500) granting an increase of pension to Orrin L. Mann;

A bill (8. 8501) granting a pension to Elizabeth B, Constant;

d

an
W;’ﬁl}::]] (S. 8502) granting an increase of pemsion to Joseph W.

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bhill (8. 8503) to amend the record
of Maj. John Murphy; which was read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committes on Military Affairs,

He also (by request) introduced a bill (8. 3504) to pay $110 at-
torney’s fees to A. Y, Trogdon, of Paris, I1l.; which was read
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to
the Committee on Claims.

Mr, BURTON introduced a bill (8. 3505) granting an increase
of pension to Ruth Burton Pruitt; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions,

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a hill (8. 8508) for the relief of Job
Barnard, administrator of the estate of Robert H. Ryan, deceased;
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying
pavers, referred to the Committee on Claims.

He also introduced a bill (8. 3507) granting an increase of pen-
sion to John E. Maxwell; which was read twice by its title, and,
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on
Pensions.

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were
severally read twice by their fitles, and referred to the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs:

A bill (S. 3508) for the recognition of the military service of
noncommissioned officers and enlisted men of the United States
Volunteers as commissioned officers in certain State military
organizations:

A Dill (8. 3509) providing for the promotion fo the rank of
lientenant-general major-generals on the retired list who com-
manded bri in the Army between 1861 and 1865; and

A bill (8. 3510) to correct the military record of Isaac A, Kase.

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (8. 8511) to establish lights
on the Monongahela River; which was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on Commerce.

He also introduced a bill (8. 8512) providing for a site and
building for a custom-house in the city of Philadelphia, Pa.;
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee
on Public Buildings and Grounds.

He also introduced a bill (8. 3513) to add a of dental sur-
geons to the Burean of Medicine and Surgery of the Navy; which
wg}s read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval
Affairs,

He also introdneed a bill (S. 3514) to equalize the rank and pag
of certain retired officers of the Navy and Marine Corps; whic
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen-
sions:

A bill (8. 8515) granting a pension to Rebecca L. Price;

A bill (8. 3518) granting a pension to Ida A. Douglass; and

A bill (8. 8517) granting an increase of pension to John B. Ham-

mers (with an accompa.nyégg paper).
a bill (8. 3518) to prevent Sunday

Mr. PENROSE introdu
banking in post-offices in the handling of money orders and r
tered letters; which wasread twice by its title, and referred to the
Commitiee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

Mr. QUARLES introduced a bill (8. 8519) granting a pension
to Ruby A. Stirdivant; which was read twice by its title, and, with
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions,

He also introduced a bill (8. 3520) to extend the privileges of the
seventh section of the act approved June 10, 1880, to the port of
Manitowoe, Wis.; which was read twice by its title, and referred
to the Committee on Commerce.

Mr. CULLOM introdneed the following bills; which were sev-
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee

on . "
A Dbill (8. 3521) granting an increase of pension to James K,
Rooney (with accompanying papers); and
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A bill (8. 8522) granting an increase of pension to Samuel J.
Dennison (with accompanying papers). :
Mr. QUAY introduced the following bills; which were sever-
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on
Pensions:
BuA hill (dS 8523) granting an increase of pemnsion to Joseph W.
tz; an

A bill (8. 8524) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Greist.

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 8525) for the relief of
James Fears; which was read twice by its title.

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the peti-
tion and affidavit of James Fears, together with the certificate of
county officers and official certificate of circuit clerk of Reynolds
County, Mo., as to the claimant and his witnesses. I move that
the bill and accompanying papers be referred to the Committes
on Claims,

The motion was agreed to.

Myr. GORMAN introduced a bill (8. 8526) gran
of pension to Elizabeth W. Eldridge; which was
tiﬂpe? and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also introduced a bill (8. 8527) granting anincrease of pen-
sion to Jerningham Boone; which was read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (8. 8528) for the relief of Henry
C. Block; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Claims,

He also introduced a bill (S. 8529) for the relief of Anne C.
Livingston; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Claims.

Mr, NELSON introduced a bill (8. 3530) to provide for the con-
struction of a light-house and buoy tender for the inspectorof the
eleventh light-house district; which was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. :

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 8531) for the extension
of Massachusetts avenue extended northward between Joliet
street and Fairview Heights subdivision, and for other purposes;
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee
on the District of Columbia. E

He also (for Mr. Gizsox) introduced a bill (S. 3532) to provide
for the payment of certain claims against the District of Colum-
bia, in accordance with the act of Congressapproved July 19, 1897;
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying
paper, referred to the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia,

Er. PLATT of Connecticut introduced the following bills;
which were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to
the Committee on Pensions: 4 i -

A Dill (8. 3533) granting a pension to Harriet H. Crissey (with
an accompanying paper): )

A bill (S. 8534) granting an increase of pension to John S.
Pukl?éi (%%535) ting f pension to John Walton

A bill (S. gran an increase o on .

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (8. 3536) to authorize the United
States Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries to eonvieiy certain land
to Joseph S. Fay, jr., Sarah B. Fay, and Henry H. Fay; which
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper,
referred to the Committee on Fisheries.

He also introduced a bill (8. 8537) for the relief of the Bath
Tron Works and others; which was read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. ool

He also introduced a bill (8. 3338) to purchase agmtmgof the
several ships of the United States Navy, known as the *‘ Squadron
of Evolution * and entitled * Peace;’’ which was read twice by
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library.

He also introduced a bill (8. 3539) for the relief of Samuel M.
Blair; which was read twice by its title, and referred fo the Com-
mittee on Claims.

Mr, CLAY introduced a bill (S. 3540) to limif the jurisdiction
of the district and circuit courts of the United States; which was
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

He a.]g introduced a bill (S. 8541) to fix the fees of court criers,
bailiffs, and witnesses in attendance upon the United States
courts in Georgia; which was read twice by its fitle, and referred
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 8542) granting an increase of
pension to Algernon A. Worster; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. PATTERSON introduced the following bills; which were

an increase
twice by its’

severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- | £=

tee on Pensions: :
A bill (8. 3543) granting an increase of pension to John M.

Berkey; -
A hill (S. 3544) granting an increase of pension to George W.

; an
Ahl?lil (S. 8545) granting an increase of pension to David F.
Crampton.

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 8546) rela to
proofs under the homestead laws, and to confirm such proofs in
certain cases when made outside of the land district within which
the land issitnated; which was read twice by its title, and referred
to the Committee on Public Lands.

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS,

Mr. FATRBANKS submitted an amendment f‘zroposmg to ap-
propriate $20,000 for experimental telephone delivery of special
rural mail matter, intended to be proposed by him to the Post-
Office appropriation bill; which was ordered to lie on the table
and be printed.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut (for Mr. HaswLEY) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. HAwLEY to the bill
(S. 276) t? %I;ovide lfor Elhe celfelﬁation of the ma&;nﬂred{)tix anni-
versary of the exploration of the Oregon coun ¥ taing
Meriwether Lewis and William Clark during their expegiﬁen
from the Mississippi River to the Pacific Ocean in the years 1804,
1805, and 1806; and to authorize a commission representing the
United States to hold at the city of Portland, in the Stats of Ore-
gon, a national, international, and oriental exhibition of arts, in-

ustries, manufactures, and the products of the rivers, soil, mine,
forest, and sea in said State; and to provide and assist in the erec-
tion of a memorial building in said city of Portland to be known
as the Lewis and Clark Memorial Building; and to authorize an
appropriation for all said purposes; which was referred to the
Select:d(-}ommlttee on Industrial Expositions, and ordered to be
prin

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL.

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr.
B. F. BARNES, one of his secretaries, annonnced that the President
had on this day approved and aigued the act (S. 2300) to supple-
ment and amend an act entitled ‘“An act to authorize the con-
struction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Grays
Point, Missouri,” approved January 26, 1901,

LAND-ENTRY CASES,

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I offer a resolution, and I desire
to explain the necessity for it.

There are a large number of very small claims against the
United States on account of lands purchased and paid for when
the lands belonged to railroad ts or were otherwise not sala-
ble. In 1867 a law was that no claim against the United
States should be paid where the claimant was not a loyal citizen
and had not been during the civil war. But on the 16th day of
J}xp:, 1880, another law was passed, and I will read one section
of it:

Ske. 2. In all cases where homestead or timber-culture or desert-land en-
tries or other entries of public lands have heretofore or shall hereafter be
canceled for conflict, or where, from any canse, the entry has been errone-
ousl be oonﬂ.m:‘dat.ho Secretary of the Interior
nhaliumtobenmﬁdhthepermwhn @ sach entry, or to his heirs or

the d commissions,

amount of purchase money, and_excesses
the surrender of the duplicate m:gfpt nndatia exe-

railroad land grant, the excessof §1.25 per acre shall in like
to the purchaser thereof, or to his heirs or assigns.

, This paper I hold in my hand is a circular issned by the Com-
missioner of the General Office to carry that law into effect,
prescribing the oaths that shall be taken strictly in conformity
with that act. But the Comptroller of the Treasury decides that
before this money can be refunded, which is generally from $40
to $125, the party must assert and prove his loyalty to the Govern-
ment during #he civil war under the former act. The purpose of
this ing is to correct that practice in some way.

The ution was read, considered by unanimous consent, and
agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior is directed to communicate to
the Senate the facts in the case of Calvin A, Stanfield for the repayment of
the purchase money of land erronecusly sold, and the decision ofm Interior
Department in said case; ard if the money was not refunded tosaid Stanfield,
e S R
ing&thol.andOﬁce’ onthe;ewmﬁoninmlvedinsaidm e

SHIP CANAL BETWEEN NEWARK AND NEW YORK BAY.

Mr. DRYDEN submitted the following concurrent resolution;
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Repr tatives ring), That the

of War bc;i he is hereby, requested to cause a survey to be

made for a ship canal extending from a t in the city of Newnark, N. J.,
below the junction of the Pennsylvania and Lehigh Valley railroads, thro
the Newark Meadows and Newark Baci to New York Bay, said ship canal

ve a width of 300 feet and a depth ﬁ!ggéandtoroportmh survey to
Congress, together with an estimate of the of the same,

OREGON STATE CLAIMS,

Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution; which
quwr?lferredtothacommltteeon@mms, and ordered to be

Thstthabﬂlg.mﬁ)enﬂtlsd‘lhﬂl to refer to the Court of
war claims of the State of Oregon,” now pending in the Senate,

Resolved,
the




820 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

together with all the’papers which in any wise relate thereto, be, and the
same are hereby, ref to the Court of &nlms. in pursuance of the provi-
sions of an act entitled “An act to provide for the hring‘lnf of suits against
the Government of the United States,” approved March 3, 1887 (24 U. 8. Btat.,
p. 505); and the said court shall proceed with the samein accordance with the
pmviaions of said act and reportto the Senate in accordance therewith.,

PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON FRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS.

Mr. BURROWS submitted the following resolution; which was
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to:
Resolved, That the Committee on Privil and Elections be given leave

to print, from time to time during the second session of the Fifty-eighth Con-
gress, the hearings held before the committee.

SERVICE PENSIONS,

Mr. DOLLIVER. I ask that an order may be made for the re-
printing of the bill (S, 8458) granting pensions to certain soldiers
and sailors who served in the war of the rebellion and their wid-
ows, the copies being exhausted, as I understand.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks
for an order for reprinting the bill which he hasnamed. Is there
objection? The Chair hears none, and that order will be made.

REPUBLIC OF PANAMA,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing message from the President of the United States; which
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, ordered to lie on
the table and be printed:

To the Senate and House of Representatives;
I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress a report from the

Becre of State covering copies of additional rs bearing upon the re-
lations of the United States witl.)h Colombia and l.g:%e‘pnblic ongams

‘WaITE HoUSE, January 18, 1904
POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT INVESTIGATION.

The PRESIDENT pro tex;:ﬁra. The Chair lays before the Sen-
ate the several resolutions relative to an investigation of the Post-
Office Department and the amendments offered thereto, the pend-
ing question being on the motion to refer the resolutions and
amendments to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, it has, I think, been settled by

neral consent that all the resolutions ing from different
ggnators relating to the Post-Office Department in the way of in-
vestigation shall be sent to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-
Roadsforitsaction. I agreethatthatisasuitable way to proceed.

Tho resolutions are various, covering different ways of proceed-
ing, and there has never, so far as I know, been any disposition to
prevent further investigation or to stifle it. But there has been
a general feeling, certainly upon this side of the Chamber, that
where so many things in so many ways are asked, rather than

regolutions committing the Senate to diverse projects, it
would be better to refer them all to the committee.

The chairman of the committee, the Senator from Pennsylvania
[Mr. PENrOSE], has stated that the subject will receive early at-
tention, and will in due time be reported in some form to the
Senate. I do not understand that he has promised any specific
thing, except that his committee will give the subject considera-
tion. So the disposition of the resolutions for the time being has
been settled. But as there has been more or less osition
shown by some Senators to doubt the efficacy and completeness
of the investigation entered npon by the Post-Office Department,
and now in progress, and as there been some assertion that
upon this side there is an attempt and a purpose to stifle further
investigation, it has seemed to me fitting that some attention
should be called to the actual situation fo-day and to the investi-
gation already set on foot and conducted by the Rost-Office De-
partment, with a thoroughness and, indeed, severity for which
there is no example in the history of the Government,

Going back about a year or rather more, when attention was
first caﬁed and aroused in the Department to certain grievances,
wrongdoings, and malfeasances in the Department, and when at
once prompt action was taken by the Postmaster-General, and an
appropriation was made by Congress for the purpose of ferreting
outand detecting and bringing to light and punishing these griev-
ances and easances and offenses at law—if they should so
prove—the Department took the subject nfgowith great serious-
ness and earnestness, and has followed it from that day to this
with an unerring and, I may say, unrelenting hand.

I took it as a matter of good omen, Mr. President, that the
country at once became interested in this situation and in thisin-
vestigation.

A great Department of the Government, coming nearer to the

e, perhaps, than any other in its avergoday life, was suddenly
3?:5 to the public as being the harboring place of men in
high position in the Department who had taken advantage of
their position and the confidence reposed in them to do various

THEODORE ROO&EVRI:’!‘.

things which were wrong, illegal, infamous, and the whole country
at once directed its attention, and the public took notice of what
was going on. I thought that was a good omen. I have no

doubt I agree with my friend the Senator from Maryland [Mr,
Gormax] that it was a good sign that the people for once were
interested in things near at home, in the operations of the Govern-
ment at home, and that some things were of importance that in-
volved the condition of affairs of public service in the United
States; that we were not alone interested in wars thousands of
miles away, actual or prospective; that we were not interested in
taking a position that would involve us in those wars; and while
the newspapers did not give such prominence to these investiga-
tions as was given to reports of coming and probable wars %aar
away, etill there was interest feltin them. I feltthatitwasa good
omen that the public was interested in these investigations that
were going on,

‘When we came here in December I think there was a general
feeling of satisfaction and gratification and gratitude on the part
of the public that the Post-Office Department—the Postmaster-
General, backed up by the President and sustained by his inferior
officers—had followed this thing with an unwavering purpose.
‘But so soon as we assembled, resolutions were submitted by one
Senator and another, all demanding more investigation, and when
submitted or when debated always carrying with them the double
idea that the investigations already set afoot were not sufficient—
were not probing deep enongh—and that there was a disposition
on the part of Senators on this side of the Chamber to prevent or
stifle further investigation.

The Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLAY] was troubled because of
the aPparition of Mr. Perry Heath in this matter, and wanted
that looked into. The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Si-
MoNs] discovered that whatever there was of loot, of plunder, in
this case really came from the public Treasury, from the taxes of
the people—not a new discovery; but that troubled him. The
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN], finding himself, perhapsto
his surprise, on the Post-Office Committee, and from his long
service here and from his ability in conducting legislation mat-
ters, naturally took upon himself the réle of prosecutor of the
Republican party for its delinquencies in these investigations.

Mr. G{)RMA_I&. Mr. President, will the Senator from Maine
pardon me for a moment?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine
yield to the Senator from Maryland?

Mr. HALE. Certainly.

Mr. GORMAN. I confess my great surprise that the Senator
from Maine should come to such a conclusion as that he has just
stated. Iam quite certain it was far from my purpose to become
a prosecutor in this case, and nothing that I have uttered, I think,
will bear such a construction.

What I haye said was that the attorneys, eminent men appointed
by the President himself, had suggested that the investigation of
a part of this subject was incomplete, and that it onght to be pur-
sued further. I said that I thought there ought to be no hesita-
tion in having that examination made not exclusively by gentle-
men connected with the present Administration; that the chief
end IThad in view was not only to discover if there were further
or other frands, but that we might have sufficient light throngh
the Post-Office Committee to provide legislation which would
prevent a recurrence of the frauds which have been charged.
That was my attitude.

Mr. HALE. I do notfind fault with that statement of the Sen-
ator; only accompanying that—and with that I do not find fault;
I am only reciting what took place—accompanying that position
of the Senator was the iteration and reiteration on his part that
he had never seen in his service any such attempt to prevent an
inv::getigation as was shown upon this side of the Senate in this
matter,

When I used the phrase ‘‘ public prosécutor,” I accompanied it
with the words ‘‘ of the Republican party.” I do not say that
the Senator assumed the role or took the réle, but it naturally fell
upon him., That I donot find fault with. Iam glad it is in such
able hands—not as the public prosecutor of these cases and these
investigations, but of this side of the Chamber, as objecting to and
opposing and stifling further investigation.

Mr. GORMAN. Now, Mr. President, will the Senator yield to
me for a single remark?

Mr. HALE. Yes.

Mr. GORMAN., The Senator and I have served long together
and we have never, on any occasion, misrepresented each other,

Mr. HALE. And I presume we never shall.

Mr. GORMAN. It never shall be on my part, at all events. I
made the statement because of facts that for a month and a half
the attempt had been made by the chairman of the Committee on
Post-Offices and Post-Roads [Mr. PENrosE], by the Senator from
Tennessee [Mr. CAraack], and by myself to secure the passage
of a resolution to accomplish what I stated a moment ago; where-
upon the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LoDGE], speak-
iittlg, as we naturally Bu&poaed from recent occurrences on the
other side of the Chamber, by authority, certainly with greater
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power, as it appears, than any other voice that has been raised in
the Senate since my reentry, informed us promptly, bluntly, and
frankly that the Republican party would not permit the informa-
tion to be given which we desired to obtain, except by the per-
mission of that party—a most extraordinary statement, and one
which shocked me, .

Such a statement was new to me in this body. Naturally we
resented it, and I stated that that was a course of procedure that
was destructive of the Government and one that ought not to be
tolerated in the Senate by the Retggblican party, which has a
majority of nearly two-thirds in this body. I stated that, and

that only.

IMr. HS;tLE. ‘Well, the Senator must l(';;{fon that controversy

with the Senator from Massachusetts hi 3

: l}!&r GORMAN., I will, if the Senator from Maine does not
ather it.

Mr. HALE, I have said already that it was thought better and
wiser, instead of passing these resolutions, to refer them to the
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and let that commit-
tee report upon them.

Mr. GORMAN. We all agree to that now.

Mr. HALE. That we all agree to now.

Mr, President, it is worth while to go back and to see in what

irit, to what extent, and to what end, if it has yet beenreached,

e Department has searched into, followed up, exposed and ex-
pelled, indicted and punished the offenders in this case, for that
must be the end and aim of all investigations—to search out, to
find, to expose, to expel, and to punish.

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me to ask
him a question? :

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PErKINsSin the chair). Does
the Senator from Maine yield to the Senator from Georgia?

Mr. HALE. Yes. . f
hﬂMr.bSeLAY. Does thtal:‘.e E;»len;togr,g;]:l\ink that a% the ﬁg;ilty glarttégs

ve been exposed, all the guilty parties have been indicted,
and that all the guilty parties will be punished? :

Mr. HALE, , Mr. President—

Mr. CLAY. Does the Senator think that, in accordance with
the report of the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General, there are
not some in high places who may have been exposed but have not
been indicted?

Mr. HALE. Well, Mr, President, I think this: The investiga-
tion is going on; the Department is committed to it by every en-
ergy that it can summon, and whether it has been completed or
not I do not know. Idoubtif the ultimate line and range has
been reached, but that it will be reached I have no doubt; that
there are men who perhaps have not yet been detected, but who
ought to be and will be punished, I can not say; but I do say, Mr.
Pregident, that in the object which I have indieated there has
never been in the history of this Government so thorough, so
complete, so severe an investigation, followed by the results
which I have indicated, as this one.

It has only been going on a little more than a year. The best
energies of the Postmaster-General have been directed to it; the
best men that he could summon to his aid in the Deparment, his
subordinates, have been put on the track of every one of these
grievances, malfeasances, and offenses, and they have been fol-
lowed. The only complaint I haye heard is from the friends of
the accused; of a “ relentlessness,’” to use their words, such as
never has been, as they claim, shown before. .

Mr, President, I have seen something of Congressional investi-
gations in my thirty years and more of service in the two Houses
of Congress. Isaw the investigation into the Union Pacific Rail-
road—the Crédit Mobilier—the investigation into the Pacific mail
subsidy, the investigation into contracts in the District of Colum-
bia, the investigation into the post-tradership scandal, the investi-
gation into contracts for armor plates, and the later investigation,
as I am reminded, of the sugar trust, and the star-route investi-

tion, and others. Putting them all together, Mr. President,

iverse as they were, covering almost every imaginable subject,
being of great importance, in the one result of detecting and ex-
posing and indicting and punishing all of these combined do not
stand in magnitude for one moment with what the Post-Office
Department has done in this great investigation which it has
conduncted.

Yet Congress was behind those investigations, and there was
more or less public interest. They involved great transactions,
in some cases much greater in amounts of money than this; but
the history is this, and I say the Department should be credited
with it, and the President, who has backed up the Postmaster-
General day in and day out, night in and night out, in the con-
ferences and the vigils which they have kept upon this subject-
matter, should be credited, and are, as I eve, credited by the
public with these great results in these investigations.

I was myself, as I have no doubt others were, surprised when I
found the thoroughness of this investigation as disclosed in the

report of the Postmaster-General in the matter of the investiga-
tion of the Post-Office Department submitted to the other House,
including as its main subject-matter the complete report of the
Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General.

These investigations, Mr. President, penetrated broad and large;
they searched as with fire the Post-Office Department; they went
out into State after State and followed the course of proceeding
in the transactions that had been conducted through offending
subordinates in the Department, with men outside who were in
equal complicity with them against the law. When once on the
track in any case the track was never abandoned; the trail never *
grew too fresh for the Post-Office Department. I find here recited
by the Postmaster-General a list, which certainly is illnminating
as showing what has been done by this great investigation. The
Department summoned its chief detectives; it took them from
other work, usefnl work, and set them upon this work of follow-
ing and finding these offenders and their offenses; it put into the
field inspectors in charge of four divisions, seven in number; it
put in local inspectors in the cities, eighteen in number; it put in
allits field inspectors, who traversed the country broad and laezége,
who took testimony, affidavits, interviews, and gained knowledge
of facts, seventeen in number.

Mr. President, as a result they secured resignations that were
forced, four in number; removals, thirteen in number; and in-
dictments found in the courts of the country against those
offenders, both in and out of the Departments, sixty-four in num-
ber. Here is the list, Mr, President, of the official detectives
employed. First is a list of resignations and removals which
followed and the indictments which resulted:

James N, Tyner, Assistant Attorney-General for Post-Office Department;
appointed special agent, Post-Office Department, March 7, 1861; with inter-
vals of a few years has been in the service ever since, and was Postmaster-
General under President Grant for several months; he was removed April
22, 1903; he has since been indicted three times.

A. W. Mzachen, general superintendent free-delivery system; appointed
clerk in post-office at Toledo, Ohio, March 1. 1887; continuously in service
ever since save for three years; removed May 27, 1903; has since been in-
dicted fourteen times.

George W. Beavers, general superintendent of salaries and allowances;
appointed to clerkship in New York post-ofiice January, 1881; continuous
service ever since; resignation accepted to take effect March 31, 1903; has
since been indicted eight times.

James T. Mefcalf, superintendent money-order system; appointed post-
office inspector February 2, 1882; has been in postal service ever since; re-
m(gw'sf‘%ra lﬁglm m"ge? m&md . Post-Office Department; pointed

aniel V. er, assistant attorney, Pos ce rtment; &
July 1, 1802; removed May 25, 1003; inéct.ed onece; afterpgne mistrian&s
o K e trogistry d clerk in N
uis Kempner, superintenden system; appointed cler New
York post-office August, 1886; removed October 21, 191};;?0-
_ Charles Hedges, superintendent city free-delivery service; appointed as-
sistantsuperintendent gree-dehv:g;mrviceJuly 1, 18488; removed July 22,1903,

James W, Erwin, assistant sup tendent free-delivery ssrvice: appointed
post-office inspector June 27, 1887; removed September 16, 1003; indicted once.

W. Scott Towers, superintendent Station C. Washington, D. C.; appointed
clerk, Washington post-office, November, 1590; removed October 1, 3 in-
dicted three times.

Otto F. Weis, assistant superintendent registry division, New York post-
?%ce; appointed clerk, New?ork post-office, June, 1880; removed October2l,

T. W. McGregor, clerk, froo-delivery division, in charge of supplies; a
?oiintad Post—Oﬂ%co Department, March 11, 1891; removed June 5, lmzpiudicte%
wice.

C. E. Upton, clerk, free-delivery division; appointed July 1, 1900; removed
Jufie "\'?vmlu?o ?ﬂicmd fntends :ﬂ‘ 1y divi e tﬂd‘;’{ Ci

. W. Louis, superintendent supp! sion; appoin: ansas t-
o e T L IO ceptmtme 2150
rles B. Terry, clerk, su vision; appointe tember 20,
moved October .'li'lry 1903, e b ~ e
A more detailed list is given, as follows:
LIST OF INSPECTORS EMPLOYED ON THE INVESTIGATION.

W. E. Cochran, chief inspector.

Inspectors in charge of divisions.—Martin C. Fosnes, 8t. Paul; Paul E. Wil-
linms, Chatbanoosu' illiam J. Vickery, Cincinnati; Joe P. J'ohnston. New
?;!tians; George .]‘.-im:1 Spokane; John R. Harrison, Kansas City; Lawrence

erman, Boston.

City inspectors,.—Walter 8. Mayer, Chicago; G M. Sutton, Washing-
ton; Ervin H. Thorp, New York:y.]g:mas O'égnnem Frangisco; Frank é
Little, New York; Abraham R. Holmes, Cincinnati; Frank M. Hamilton, New
Orleans; Robert M. Fulton, St. Louis; Joseph D, Farrell, Chicago; John D.
Sullivan, St. Louis; Michael H. le, New York; Charles H. Thomas, Chi-
eago; Edward L. McKee, Kansas ity; Charles E. Crowell, Brooklyn; Wil-
liam_B. Snow, Boston: James T, Cortelyou, Jersey City; Albert E.

N Vel Srapictors Tk Aleiston o s igned.—Rush ¢

; mspectors, ivision to which ass — D. S8immons, Kansas
City; Confucius L. Wayland, Spokane; Lake Jones, Chattan ; Edwin A.
Niess, Boston; John F. Oldfield, Cincinnati; Emmons Rolfe, ﬁew Orleans;
Hardy T. GmJgary. Chattan : Nathan Noile, Bt. Paul; George F. H. Birds-
3}1:. Boston; James E. Bannett, Denver; William E. Greenaway, Chattanooga:
ot W Eul, Wesbingion; Jsmes 3 Syt Chmtiancogy, barry 2 HAL

neisco; m M. Ke 0; Sherman C. i3
George W. H.oll!owny‘ jr., Chicago. e :
RESIGNATIONS.

George W. Bem-erai General Superintendent of Salaries and Allowances,
Appointed to clerkship in New York post-office January, 1881. Resignation

SECre tgge_’magm%m e Post-Office De

G. A. C. ney, stant attor " - t.

pointed Janmiyl.lwf_ mﬁo;mga{ed Octobercfz,l 5 Busgk. A
Charles T. McCoy, assistant superintendent, Free-Delivery Service. Ap-

pointed postofice ﬁz&zspmr March 18, 1888, Resignation aceepted October
. 'William H. Land

superintendent, classification division. A: inted
P ¥ g ugust 6, 1875, Resignation accepted ombe?&".’?m
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REMOVALS.
James N, Tyner, Assistant Attorney-General for the Post-Office Depart-
ment. Appointed special agent, Post-Office Depart

ment, March 7, 1661. Re-
moved April 22, 1908,
Daniel V. Diller, assistant attm'ney‘ Post-Office Department. Appointed
Jnl 1, 1&‘12 Rexmv
Jy Snperirnmndentli Bg-Ordar Bi'stem_ Appointed post-
r Februm'y 2,1853. Removw
A W. Machen, General Supmntandentl-‘ree—Deﬁ ery System. %b}d
k in poat-ofﬂ.ce at Toledo, Ohio, Mareh 1, 1887, Removed May 27,
Ch.n.r He superintendent of daﬂe&daﬁvm service. ppomted
assils%nt superintendent Free-Delivery Service July 1, 188, Removed July
James W. Erwin, assistant superintendent Free-Delive

Bervice
pointed post: 1887. Removed te rgar
s S i n?s" m%nnlﬁ clerk in
posboﬂleeatﬁw?ork,lﬁ' , August, ber 21, 1908, as

bt Bcut,t. Towers. snperinta:}gmt B?artim;s% Wuhtugtanbg %ﬂr t ted
post-offi ovem
kia F. Wem g o division, New York, N. Y.,

assistant m!:sndent.,
bedclar New York pos! , June, 1580. Ordered re-
moved Octo‘her

T. W. )chregor cl frae-deﬁver&iiﬁﬁfun, in charge of es. A
od Post-Office rtment, 1881, Removed June B,
:ﬂdm%} n, clerk, veryd.lvui,on. Appointedl' Julyl,1900. Bemoved

une
Lounis, Superintendent of inted cashier Kan-
dgh!o , post-office, April 17, 1 £1, 1908, as recom-

Ch.ari B. clerk, su division. .Appcnn‘toﬂ temporary clerk
mlf:rm MTmyhamoved ﬁo{:erﬂ
rofthaaa ns have been the service since they
were first nppotnﬁsgnt only the original appointments have been given.

Persons indicted and number found against each.

Number Number
Name. of uix::nd.ict- Name, of indict-
ments. ments.
Hallen] Bl
Dor .D
Scheble, Eu (? SRR

it
BOTD B0 COCOLECOTO Co TrEnONe
It b et o o e el e e d B BE TS RO

Miller, Daniel -
Johns,loaophl.__-_._-...

Indietmenmﬂnst two other persons have been returned, but the arrests
have not as yet been made.
A full statement of the scope of each indictment is found in the
following still more extensive list,
The following is a list of the indictments that have been found:
At Washington, D. C.

Indictment No. 23786. August W. Machen, indicted June 5, 1903, for viola-

ﬁm%g Sﬁglmfsigwed Statutes. Accepting a bribe in connection with
0! ners.

X !.uumtangent No. 23788, Diller B. Groff and Samuel A. Groff, indicted June 8,

1908, for violation of section&g} gev;.fsed Btatutes. Brihory A.W.Machen,

I tent Mo 53810, George B Lorens. Martha
nt No
en, Diller B. Groff,and SamualA..Gmﬂf Lud.icted.)"ana 22 1 ? Uvéohl:&

tion of section 540, Revised Statutes. Gonspuacy to defrand
States in connection purchase of Groff
Indictment No. 23323. August W. }Iachen. ind.wtod June 29, 1003, for viola-
tion of section 5501, Revised Statutes. Accepting a bribe in connection with
p“ﬁd et D S5t Diller B, Groft and Samuel A. Grof?, indicted Jun
ictment No. ar 3
29, 1908, for violation of section 5451, Revised Btatutes. Bribery of A. W.

e in connection wtth pnrchaae of Grotf fasteners.
Indictment No. 23300. A Thomas W. McGre%: and
Msurice Runkle, indicted J 31 for rm‘launn of section
Btatutes, Oonsp to defrand the United States in connection with pur-
chase of carriers'

v maé%’.i’.:mm 51,195, o violktion of tection 5440 B ovias Stalisten
] 'or viol n

& ns[rlg oy etmnd the United States in connection th.ht.he painting of
stree hbtara

Indictment No. E%ulm 1d J. Btern, August W. Machen, and William
C. I..on% indictad July 81, 1903. for violation of section 5440, Revised Smtntm
Conspiracy :& ggfra " &?ﬂ Umtad Si‘.atm in connection with the purchase of

p an
mmlndlctmemnt. No. Z3863. John ’I‘ Cu . indicted Jul{v lm fur violation
of mt;fﬂl mﬂmf m%k:tluéa.r A of Augnst in connec-
a.n
b b e e 61,1503, or-violation
in connec-

G. Crawford, George E.
y El. 1903, for violation of eection
e United States in connec-

tion with ! 54

purchase ahunlrlar straps.
Indictm:fnt No. % Wéléiqm G-osrtgon Crawford, inﬂictnd July 31, lﬁ%‘t]g
ﬁolahcvt: eannowi%?z with purchase of carriers’ ntc.h.als

E Huntgf&xm,m Stat-

mt theUni’md&nminmnnw-

ﬁonwithpurchmm’nc
Indictment Inmﬂ.ncﬁiehm. H. Huntin and A. W,
Machen, indicm September 8, 1903, for G'E %

g, bedJn]

of section 5451, Bavised
o i irin o M..gf;% e
d r?tha ram.i ind.ict.ed Jell:‘j

Shtutea. Gomp&mcy to defrand the United States in connection with pur-

Indictmant- Eo m Isnac 8. MeGiehan and George H. Huntington, in.
September &, 1903, for violation of section 5451, anisad Statutes. Brlb-
o‘.I! Aug-ust . Machen in conmection purchase of package boxes.
dictment No. 25009, Eugene D, Schahleand Augunst W, Machen, ind.l.cl'.ed
Beptember 8, 1908, for vloln'ﬁon 40, Revised Statutes. Conspiracy
to detmud e United States in oonnectmn "with purchase of street letter

Inﬂ.iﬂtment No. 23910. Euﬁe D. Bcheble and Angust W, Machen, indicted
ber 8, 1803, for violation of section 5440, Revised Statutes. Conspiracy
to commit an ottense the United Btatea in connection with purch.&se

W. Machen, indicted bam‘bar 8, 1908, for
violation of sect:lcmb&] 1, Rev: Btatutes. A.coe‘pting connection
with of street letter boxes,

No. 23012, George W. Beave;
W. Erwin, indicted September lm :I!or 0

W. Machen, and James
Revised
Statutes. Conspiracy to defra

on of section 5440,
Stataes in can.nsciion with pur-

chase of l(un’mﬁua d
Indictment aeorga 'W. Beavers, indicted chtrcimber 17, 1903. for
mg:.twn of soct:on b::lJl. Revmed Slk;‘aaiutas. Accepting beé in connection
wi
mgﬁmrgen Green, indicted ber 17, 1903, for
viulatlan of aact[on Revised Statutes. Bri'bery George W. Beavers
in connection of Bundy time record

George W. e E. Green, indicted

September 17, 1803, for yiolation of section 5440, Revised Statutes. Conspiracy
mmmiofgwofggfeminstm United States in connection with the pur-
I.ndin‘lmant mMGmﬁuWBumdemg . Green, indicted
1808, for violation of section Revised Statutes. to
%ln United States in oomecﬁﬁo*f'wﬂh purchase of Bu?:&’;r timamre-

hInd.tg:mentKo 23041, W. Seg&ggmmdchd chobefr 1, 1908, for ?i—
tion of section Receiving money for ]n'omotin.z
lio]:t & Hatch writer contract while an ofﬁoéng of tbeGov

nt No. 23942, W. Seott Towers, indicted October 1. ma,ror vio-
lation otsection 1782, Revised Statu or promoting El-
ﬁm't&Ha.tch t?uwnter contract whilaan officer of the
o me TynarnndHan-lmJ
Octo Eﬁa aeet!nnﬁ&-lﬂ.lieﬂseﬁ Conspiracy to
der_raudd thI.Tnit@ui Stumsin mnwhmwiththnkqmme Debenture Com-
pany and others.

Indictment No, mﬂ.hmx'l‘yn and Harrison J. Barrett, indicted
October 5, 1903, forvio.a.tmnu!aecﬂm Raﬁsed Statutes, Co to
commit an offense the United States in connection with uthern
Mutual Investment

Indietment No. 25550, ?n N. Tyner and Hard.mn.]' Bmertt.indic‘l:cd
October 5, lKB. fornu]atlon of section 5440, Revised Sta Comnspiracy to
commit an offense tha 'Un:lt.ed Sht.os in oonnacﬁon with the Conti-

“"'ffi‘a}mu ;Io. 23351? James EJ Metmlr and Nor-

man R. Metcalf, indicted October 5, 1908, for viohagon of section , Revised
Statutes. Oonsph‘ncy to defraud the United States in connection with print-
forims.

tment No. 28088, J. Barrett, indicted October 5,1%03, for vio-

lation of section 1782, Revised Statutes. Receiving compensation for obtain-
ing a letter from A Ge: a ing the business meth-
of the Continental Sacm-il}? Redemption Company, of Birmingham, Ala.
dictment No. 23853, Harrison J. Barrett, ind October 5, 1403, for vio-
lation of section 1732, Revised Statutes. Receiving oompe;::ntion for obtaitg-
ness meth-

lation of section 5501, Revi
with p of the Elliott & Hatch typewriters.
t No. 23855. W. Scott Towers, indicted Octobm-s 1008, for viola-

tion of section 5451, Revised Statutes. Bribery of George W. vers in con-
nection with pnrcLa.ae of Elliott & Hatch t i i

Indictment No. 23056, Harry C. Ha.!]embach imLcted October 5, 1008, for
violation of secﬂonmneﬂsed Statutes. Presenting false claims in con-

nection with contract for prin
Indictment No. 2387, A
lation of soction 5601

mone -Ord.B.r forms.
m o m(x)m ion
rmi fl‘ee-dali

purchase of uu'ri

Indwtment No. rge Ww. Baavers. indictad October §, 1903, for vio-
lation of wtlonﬁum. Rev tatutes. Amepﬁ.nsa bribe in connection with
purchase of Elliott & Hatch typewriters

Indictment No. 23660, George E. Green and Willard D Dommus.i.udkmyd
Oct.ober %1903, for violation of section 5451, Revised Statutes. Bribe
Beavers in connection with purch.l.se of Doremus

orge E. Green, and Willard
tor vin]a.tlm of section 5440, Revised
nited States in connection with pur-

D. Doremus, indicted Oct.o r B,

Statutes, Conspiracy to defraud

chase of Doremus canceling mmhmea.
At Brooklyn, N. Y.

Edmund H. Driges, indicted J\meﬂ 1008, for violation of sections 1781 and
1"3‘8. Revised Btatum Acceptin penmuon while a Member of Congreas

ill digt.fed.'f dtz%n}m fm mlgﬂjé of section 1781, Revisad
ﬁ er, ini une orv on of section @
Statutes. Oongresaman Driggs for promoting contract of Brandt

automatic ml":}m

George W. Bmvem. indicted Jnly 16, 1803, for violation of sectiom 1781, Ba-
vised Sta.tnte& m money received by Congressman Drim
promoting contract of t automatic cashiers.

At Baltimore, Md.

and C. Ellsworth Upton, indicted June 25, 1908, for

Revised Statutes. Conspiracy to defraud the United
with purchase of carriers’ ponuiym. 5

At Cincinnati, Ohio.

Daniel hl{.Johns,tndlctod()ctobez' lmforﬂohtion
of section vised § commi
meUmdﬂmmooWwi mmﬁo‘f“ peo
1 say again, Mr. President, that there is no example like this in
the history of eGovernmant there has never been any investi-
honsotmnchantandsomthlmmfo]lowingtom endssthm
honcomducbedbythe Postmaster-General, with hisarra
alriﬂi:l tes, backed up, as he has been, hythePreJ

Thomas W. MeG:
violation of section
Btates in connection

V. Miller and J
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dent from the beginning to the end. I again say that the Presi-
dent and the Postmaster-General ought to have, and do have,
with the country the credit for this.

I shall not take time here to read, for the condition of my voice
is such that I can not continue long, but I put in as a part of my
speech letters and memornnda from officers of the Government,
from counsel emplo enﬁw]]y the counsel referred to by the
Senator from {n.nd Bonaparte and Mr. Conrad—and
this last is asfo].lm, andisfonndonpage?of the report of the
Postmaster-General to the House of Representatives transmitting
Mr. Bristow’s report, the document agre&d{nrefemad to. 'l‘ha;r
show—and they are good lawyers, faithful
zation of the great work done, and their reeommmdahon that
the Post-Office Department should continue the work.

Mr. Bonaparte and Mr. Conrad, in their review of the report of
Mr., antow, speak as follows:
ﬁaﬁ of its m‘bject— T, ami that it shnwsbg?,urly rgﬁrmbﬁmhmx::

duct, amounting in many cases to crime, on the part of a number of
officials, Itmi:svuhmomdmummg‘m%ia;ﬁ;e e e

from the nature of the discussed. dt!mram

anddeemﬂxooncluslonutuh};ﬂmﬁﬂui brthefm ts it sets forth, and while

regretting in common wi citizens that grave abuses of

which it reveals grown up in Post-Office De-

ent, we 5 th of mk% and the attempts made

to punish those responsib) em & Wor highest public utility
qnlzklymdsblyperhnnod.

I put here, as showing the continued and unceasing watchful-
ness and interest of the Postmaster-General, and of the President
always backing him up, the following communications, taken
from pages 194, 195, and 196 of the same document:

WAsHINGTON, D. C., dugust 21, 1903,

mmlmnvm&djsﬂmﬂymtinthe of the
lutn riut:lonhill.audbotom esubcmnm.ittaa(ntw I was & mem-
commenced work upon it, that wiprlvata conversation with Mr.

he informed me that he had discussed with th -Gen&mh.ha

ndvisahﬂity f thorough investigation of the Post-Office Departm
of & more ugh investiga ce ent
t:!ha.t the Postmaster-
!ngfecﬁan,
us ﬂomsho d be in-
t.osuch a.nnmmta.s would givahlmnm&n means for this purpose,

and sui%eatad the item be increased from to §6,000.

Mr. Lond mted that it was thought advisable that no public attention
should be drawn to this incremem the item, for the reason that it
htserveasa warning a upon their guard any em ees orattachés

t or Qﬂlm wlm mi ]nve bsen irregularities,
ahou]ﬂ‘heput in the

andthat;gmt.othn
!?12 soas toattrm]ittleorm attention or comment,

hﬂl
o qmﬂimmod was to be very and
whila

thoro
over anumber of munthu. u:d tha:

misht be quite lﬂnﬁ.
the appl;nrpﬁla would not i become available until after July 1, 18,
yet it w peessary to have this increase in order to continue whatever
work mightbemdinthiuﬁ:ueh&fom that date.

In accordance sug:g-esﬁonot}ir Lonﬂ,hnandﬂ&ﬂtheitamin
the nppmprhﬁon bill pared by the suhoc\mmit
ment that it waa g the Demrmnm vmf explanation
The subcommitt: confidence in Mr. Lon that without lnqmry
theyindnrsedthjs!nmitw&mtinmm was reported to the com-

without any comment, and was enacted into law.
vely thatthis request and the 'ﬂg:pmad investigation had been
Postmaster-General long before there

t.hem been anz

mittea, there
1 know
ﬂete.rm.lned upon by the

per or other comment upon possible
ery. » yours,
Late Member of Oonm JSrom Ohio,
Hon. HEXRY 0. PAYSE,
Postmaster-General,
Warre Houss,

W‘mmgtm, June 22, 1903

ment are now
Bristow, who h:f%. Enlnwd at hisdiya'pnnl the ostmustar—GanGraI every
resource of ent, including the aervicas of Mr. Robb, whom you
ent of J to the Post-Office t im-
mediately after t.ha removal of Mr. r. Asa resultof thisinvestigation
a number of .lnliictmentx have nh'ead¥ been had, and it is probable that other
indictments will hereafter or. There can be no greater offense
against the Government t.hnn & breach of trust on the part of a public official
or the dishonest management of his office, and, of course. evg effort must
geexenadtobﬂnsmchoﬂendmwpumhmtby rigor of the

The district attorney’s office, of the District of Columbia, has faithfully
and zealously seconded the efforts of the Post-Office De; entin thismtter.
but the n.mo:mt of work in theoffice is such as tomake it difficult, without neg-
lecting other important public dutiaaht.a devote all the time necessary to the
prusecuttanotihte:&m Isit_lfgest., emtoro.thatirmmmtdataﬂ somz
our presentstaff youappo: these post-office cases, no
onfy to &ke 5 ﬁ:ctments huve been found or hereafter

npthecaaenm whi
may be l’olmd, to examine into harges that have been ma.dsv.gamst
officials in mthnvinwto the removal and

service, prosecution
all guill the service and the prosecution of guilty monwhsthertn
tha ser or not whera the cases are not barred by the statute of limita-

Stnmra}y,yonrs, .
Hon, P. C. Exox, Attorney-General.

OYeTER BAY, N. Y., dugust 6, 1908.

tal reasons it is obviously
onb Hr Bristowhoblmghtto

THEODORE BOOSEVELT.

My DEAR MR, PAYNE: While for
advisable that the mvastdg‘nhons nmr

o e i i g e e Lm i
omug an 0

Mr, Bristow and any% may%)e necessary to a mm]&late

presentation of the results of inm submitted to Messrs.

parte a.nm < oi‘?; Qel‘tfn as to }rhethﬂm furpil;eﬂ: m?jg
estigatio Bqu.l wed, or urther &
mﬁertoae:mamrl; lete exhibition and — of and all wrongs that

have baancommittedgntha Dapartmant Please submit a copy of tbislettar
at once to Mr. Bristow, and also to Messrs. Bonaparte and Conrad, for their

information.

I need hardly sa howmnch ﬁﬂe&Imbytheeviﬂsntthomughnuaf
the investigation expressed and acted-on purpose of
the en.th:)gotuuthsﬂwts punizh any wrongdoer who can be
T whether within or without the service.

My desire that theadvice

mmﬁ g gt o g e g g ety e e
air aren

otview gdessmyoccurtothem v?h.lchmsynchtoyouortome

thfully, yours,
THEODORE ROOSEVELE.

Hon. H, 0. PAYSE, 1

Postmaster-General, Washington, D. C.

To ease the minds of the Senators who are disturbed by the ap-
%iﬁon of Mr. Perry 8. Heath, I put in here the memorandum of
i C. Hm%ogtl:;m% tﬁ?mey-(}enarzl ff:a t.hetedPost-Oﬂice

partm wing Department exhansted its juris-
diction in tﬁmmg over all testimony and all facts gathered af-
fecting Mr. Heath tothe Law Department of the Government, and

that if is a lack in the law which has forblddenfnrtharprosacn
tion thus far in this case.
[Copy.]
In the matter of the presentation to the grand £ the District of Colum-
hi:m:mmmmanﬂ o!jmo g:-a.:ld.juryvotu

thereon. Memorandum O H Bobb. Amhmt Aﬁomay-ﬁ for
Post-O:‘.‘ﬂ.caDepamag{

Immfsboutlﬂm to-day(Octobm.' 1908) in theomcr:ff thePog'

aoon:mncabatween
sistant Postmaster-General HmLHn]mas(hmd.,speciulcoun-
sel for the Government in Post-Office cases,
nference nrOnnmdgavaitashisoginiunmuhnmmmr-
. Heath to warrant the question dhmpmdictnmnt

Ge pon directed 'ourth
medinmly !orwa.rdba the district attorney's office all th pIa
and to also send the inspectors who were acqwntndmthtbn!acm. mme—
diately after this interview General Bristow came to my office, and I
auggasted the pro'%nety of acquainting the district a.ttomey with the d.eval-
ogmn time,nndwit.hamwtodoingaocanudhimn on the
I tedmhimomrthetﬁe ne, in the presence of Genera gﬂsﬁow,
President had direc urth Assistant Postmaster-Gene:
cmfarwithw mmlmdtobeguided hrth.airadvice thntmthaab
General Bristow th Maj

sence of Mr. had conferred wi or

and that or had advised tha, in his judgment, there was suffi-
cient evidence to warrant the matter placed before the ury;
that I acquainted himwiththaasfaciamr information, not with a

view to influencing his decision one way or the other.
. Beach informed me that he did not agree with Major Conrad; that, in
his ;udgment. there was not sufficient evidence to warrant the ﬁnding o! an
mdlcémant. and that he should decline to again present the matter to
Jury
Su‘bsaquanﬂy. and at about half past 8, I inted Postmaster-Gen-
eral with the result of my telephonic conversa Beac.h.nndthan
learned that the had had sconlamnoe with the Presi-
dent concerning the matter, s,n.d that the President had also suggested to
him that he take the judgment of counsel in this case. The Post-
master-GGeneral tely ms to havea parsonal interview with
the district attorney and axp]mn the situation fully to him. I immediately
went to the district attorney’s office and had an extended interview with Mr.
in, tmar the situation i‘nll , and tellinf;him that it was the desire
of the tspacml counsel in this caze, and that Major
Conrad had ucnclu.ded that there 1jms sufficient evidence to warrant the mat-
ury.
with Mr. Conrad and that he did not
was sufficien evidmewwnrrmttheﬁndiugol an indic
and thatheshould not present the matter t,of.hagmnmgury- that the re-
sponsibili was uponhﬁnnndnot Mr. Conrad ihamper—
fectly willing to assume the responsibility. I frankly stated to Mr. Beach
that with him as to his conclusion that there was not sufficient evi-
dence to warrant the ﬂndmgﬂu! an indictment, but thatin the circumstancesl
would suggest to him that before the mml i'l:;xéy and sayéim them t.hst i
ha understood some member of that bg a post-office
why an indictment had not been gainst Perry Heath; t.hat, in 'h.i.s
E.a t, there was no evidence before the grand jury that would
prt‘aentmsnt of an indwtmenh but that it was for them to say.
hthatint.hl.swn he would shift the
ﬁ'mnhlmsalft-otha nde\;lzdths {mdbeforeanm.l
that there wasmt ance wmnnt the finding of an indictment,
but the President having directed the Postmaster-General to advise with
Conrad, and Major Conrad hm advised that there was sufficient
before the grn.nd jury, it wnn]sibu
tkas&tarthjngforhimtodﬂso Benchmdt.lmtthee denaa
had saidang thing W&’%ﬁa""’mﬁgmﬂ m“é“’nmm‘*&"’e% hath m&‘,’:’o{
saidan: abou andt WO
again ‘bl'mgy it to their attention. the wisdom of holdin
jury until he could confer mth Mr oyt, the Solicitor-Gene bn
o said he saw no reason for doing this, since Ta was no evidence bcfore
the g{mﬂ jury that would warrant an indictment being found against Mr.
It should be borne in mind that all thaeﬁdeneeinthisc&sainsn{:ny in-
volving Mr. Heath had been presented to the gmndjury.nndhnd
been so diaposad an indictment might have been voted and the district attor-
repare it. Itis my understanding
rq}m:ns a lswyar. and if this understan hecertainly knew
t the grand jury had this right. It is my understanding that no member
of thegrmd ury intimated er to the ict sttomerorhmassistnn
he would an indictment prepared against Hi H.Bo
BB,

C
Assistant Attorney-General for the Post-Office Department.

The Postmaster-General, as some of us know him, is a man of
mandundoubtaed integrity—a man of great ce in af-
He is a man who, when he sets himself to a good work,
follows his end and never turns back. He has, at the risk of his
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own health, to the exclusion and destruction of his own comfort,
given his days and nights to this investigation, through a long

rotracted search, covering all the seasons of the year, and set
Ejmself to this work with the purpose of finding out the offenders
and of establishing it as a rule of the Post-Office Department that
no guilty man should be allowed to escape.

I have already incorporated with my remarks the recitals of
the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General, having this matter in
charge, of these indictments as applied to each person, the of-
fense charged to each person, and the long list showing the faith-
ful work of the De ent. _

More than this, these things are now being carried on, as a nat-
ural sequence of the great work of the Post-Office Department,
in the courts of the United States in half a dozen different States,
districts, and Territories. There is to-day in Washington going
on under processes of law, under rules and practice that elicit
truth and discover guilt and punish it, a leading trial in these
cases, and the best of counsel have been employed—and we shall
pay for it—to follow this to the end. .

Mr. President, you may have a dozen Congressional committees,
and they may, under the practice of Congressional committees,
investigate this case or any portion of it, and altogether they will
never bring out so clearly the method of doing business in the
Post-Office Department, the relations that its subordinates had
to ontsiders, and the wrong-doing that was going on as will this
one trial that is going on in Washington, where every word that
is said and every point that is made are printed in the newspapers
and thrown open to the public.

Mr. President to all this, if anything can be added by the Post-
Office Committee, we on this side do not object; but I venture to
indulge in a little prophecy as to what will be the result of this
investigation by a Congressional committee. It is nigh approach-
ing a Presidential election, and enough has already been seen here
to show that if any advantage can be taken, on the other side of
the Chamber, of this investigation it will be taken; and that is
their privilege.

If any undue attempt should be made on the part of the other
side to make political capital of this matter, it will be met, I as-
sume, by members upon this side, who will seek to have if con-
ducted as a comil:te, fair investigation. But out of if, inevi-
tably, as the weeks go by and as the time of the great contest
of this year comes nigh, the committee will find itself nearer and
nearer to a political contest.

This will happen: My friends on the other side, maybe uncon-
sciously, will not content themselves with fp‘ursuing the investi-
gation which has already been conducted for the discovery and
punishment of minor officials of the Department, but will seek to
fasten responsibility, as has been indicated by what has been
said here, upon higher officials, making, in a degree, the party
responsible Fc?r that delinquency. Human nafure is such that
that will be so.

Some Senators here have not forgotten that great investigation
by Congressinto the circumstancesattendant upon the Presidential
election in 1876—the counting of the vote,and at last, as the culmi-
nation of thatinvestigation upon those most grave subjects, involv-
ing the election of a President of the United States for all of the

ple, that pitched and drawn battle which took F)Ie.a;:e in New
g'e(())rk City over the cipher dispatches alleged to have been sent into
Southern States and other States by a candidate for the Presidency.
There was waged there in New York, in that committee room, as
great a political battle as was ever conducted on the stump or in
the House of Representatives or in the Senate.

A very great man from mﬁState first attracted public atten-
tion in that investigation. He afterwards became Speaker. To
the great loss of the country he has gone to where, * beyond these
voices, there is peace.” But he gained his first hold on the
American public in that great political battle, which was the
meeting of a committee of investigation on the part of Congress
to find out, if possible, all the inside of that great transaction and
all the transactions surrounding the Presidential election of 1876.

And as this proposed investigation shall go on, instead of light-
ening, instead of showing anything more than the Department
has aghown and the courts are showing, it will become a battle to
see which shall gain the advantage. Asa Republican I am will-
ing torisk that. Iexpectit. It will be inevitable. But out of
it will come nothing more than the conviction of men who watch,
and that is that these investigations can never be conducted suc-
ces:fully by Congressional committees as compared with commit-
tees in Departments.

In the meantime, Mr. President—and I can say but little more—
something more has been done; something more and something
greater has been done. Light has been let in to this great De-
partment. I do mot say, using the old simile, that the Augean
stables have been cleaned, because that fabled labor of Hercules
was such filth that only the rush of a river could do if. There
was no such situation here. But it was as if some building has

become close, the air bad and confined with nncomfortable condi-

tions, improper conditions existing, and what it needs isthe light

of the sun and the west wind to sweep through all its corridors

3ndtcrannies and purify it. And that has been done, Mr. Presi-
ent.

More than that has been done. There is not a clerk in that
Department, or in any Department, who is going on in a covert
way and making merchandise of his position, involving the Gov-
ernment in unnecessary expenditures, encouraging and making
outside contracts, who not his warning that so long as the
precedent which has been set by the Post-Office Department is
followed, as it will be by the party in power, he must look to him-
self and all such practices must cease.

There is not a grafter, there is not a confederate in graft, nora
contractor who has been illicitly making money out of the Gov-
ernment and getting from its Treasury what he had no right to,
whether he be indicted or not, who has not taken notice that the
sword hangs above him. There is not anywhere any man or any
combination or any com;}:)any that has set on foob schemes for the
undue exploiting of the Departments of the Government for the
purpose of illicitly making money that has not read on the wall
the handwriting ** Thy days are numbered.”

So whatever happens as a resultof thisinvestigation, these great
things have been accomplished; these great things have come to
pass, and are the settled policy not only of this Department, but
of every Department of the Government under Republican ad-
ministration.

If by possibility—and some time it may hag)pen—this Govern-
ment passes into the hands of the friends of the Senator from
Maryland and other Senators upon the other side, of which they
are such able representatives, they will get the benefit of this in-
vestigation. It will not stop this vear or next year, nor with this
Administration nor with the next Administration, but it will be
known broad and large, wherever the United States has power
and is seated, that purity in office, strict attendance to duty is to
be the rule, and that violation of that runle and violations of
the law will be pursued relentlessly whenever they arise.

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I agree with very much that
the distingnished Senator from Maine [Mr. Harg] has said as to
the importance of the investigation which has already been made
by the Post-Office Department and by the attorneys appointed by
the President of the United States. It is perfectly natural—it
would be so on either side—that the Senator should defend his
party. He gives it great credit for what it has done, and that is
perfectly justifiable. I have no doubt if the case was reversed,
if it were a Democratic Administration, those of us on this side
wounld pursue the same policy. I donot wish to discredit the Ad-
ministration or to take from it or from the President or the Post-
master-General a single iota of credit to which they are entitled.

Thaf party enters into the matter is unavoidable and absolutely
nezessary. Our Government is one of parties, and the party in
power must be held to an account for whatever oceurs. It is en-
titled to the credit for its great successes; it must be held to a
close and rigid account for all the matters that oceur which are
against good morals and good government.

Did the in power instigate this investigation of their own
motion? 1t does not so appear from the statement that comes
from some officials in the executive branch of the Government,
It does not appear that this information as fo corruption in these
two or three branches or bureans of the Post-Office Depariment
was investigated or brought to the attention of the public by the
Postmaster-General. I have no reference to the present Post-
master-General; but his predecessor, when furnished, as this one
has been, with the charges and the witnesses, ignored them.,
Charges were ignored in the face of the proof that was furnished
as to the corruption of our officers in Cuba. They came to the
surface again under the present Postmaster-General, as we are
informed by the President, through two gentlemen or more in
the city of Washington connected with the public press.

It is true and fair to say of the Postmaster-Greneral that prior to
that time—I mean ths present Postmaster-General, Mr. Payne—
he secured an appropriation that he might make an investigation;
and I am inclined to think, as I have said before, that the state-
ment of the President does injustice to the present Postmaster-
General and places him in a position before the public where he
has not received all the credit to which he is entitled.

But at best this investigation only goes to two or three branches
of this Department. I expect, if the Senate of the United States
orders this investigation and we touch other branches of expend-
iture almost exclusively nnder the control and at the option of
the Postmaster-General and his assistants, to have from the
Postmaster-General and from his detectives and special agents
hearty cooperation in ferreting out the frauds, if others exist, and
in pointing out to the committee which shall have charge of the
legislation the defects in the law which made it possible for these
men to rob the people of their money.
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Iregret to hear the Senator from Maine say that he does not
believe Congressional investigations amount toanything; thatan
investigation into this matter will result only in some political
advantage. It may or it may not result in political advantage,
but the history of all investigations in Congress I think the Sen-
ator from Maine underrates. They may not have exposed and
brought to trial and justice men who bave defrauded the Govern-
ment, but they have exposed in the past in almost every case the
rascality that was engagedin, and the corrective has been applied.
There isas much honesty on that side of the isle as on this, and I
have never known the Congress, no matter what party was incon-
trol, when the facts were brought before it, to fail to legislate, or
by their condemnation to aid in driving out and disposing of the
mon who were engaged in corrupt transactions.

Into the Administration of that great captain of all of our
armies, whom the people of both sections loved after he became
President of the United States, General Grant, there crept the
fraud into the whisky business, by men who at first were
themselves engaged in the transaction, followed by that Presi-
dent, as this one has followed the men who have been indicted.
His own personal friends and party friends high in power were
involved. Congress looked into it and aided the President, as
we want you to aid this President by an investigation here, and
there went to oblivion men who had stood as high in the councils
of their country as ever were in public position.

Thedfm:éds n]in %echigg Wlttg th? 1;:%11?{:: r&{lroads we-xI-,e Ev:;i
tigated not only o ent, ngress. Politi
capital made of it? Yes; E;;r both cases. {n all cases that is in-
evitable. But the men who had engaged in those stupendous
frands, which robbed the people of millions and hundreds of
millions of dollars, passed away and out of existence, and as the
result of it all, years afterwards, the Government came back and
recovered from the owners of those properties millions of dollars
and adjusted a question as important as ever came before the
Congress of the United States. :

Mr. President, the Presidential election of 1876 has been re-
ferred to by the distinguished Senator from Maine. It was a
time of the greatest trial in this Republic. A difficulty was pre-
sented to the adjustment of which, in some form, every patriotic
man in the United States looked, that the Government might be
gaved. I do not intend to go into the controversy of that hour,
and to say now that one was declared elected President who never
received a majority of the electoral votes. The commission de-
cided that question. But a heated and wild controversy came,
and it was adjusted. There was the examination into the cipher
dispatches. Theattempt wasmade politically to expose the Dem-
ocratic candidate as being connected with transactions not proper
in themselves, and the counting of the electoral votes by power
and by frand was attempted on the other side. Injustice was
done toa great man whom at least half th;geople of this coun
believed was elected President of the United States and depriv
of the office. But that is a minor consideration.

What came of the investigation and the controversy? Bya
vote almost unanimous in both Houses we provided by law, as far
as it conld be done under the Constitution, a measure to prevent
what looked at one time as civil war growing out of that inves-
tigation. There is not a Senator on either side of this Chamber
who does not know that if you wipe ouf all other Congressional
investigations, which were of a minor sort, that one alone was
worth all the time and all the trouble; and no man on either side
now cares anything about the partisanship involved. We feel
and we hope that such a contingency mari never again arise, but
it was a Congressional investigation which brought us to the con-
clusion arrived at. )

I might specify others, Mr. President, all of which redounded
to the interest of the people of this country, and all of which have

® produced results far-reaching for the better conduct of our affairs,

That we have not sent men to the penitentiary by Congressional
investigation is true. No such thought ever entered the minds of
the investigators. We probably could do it; but if yon have an
honest and faithful executive branch in control of the legal depart-
ment, such a result will not be necessary. But we can stop and
prevent, by knowledge and by the faithful cooperation of honest
men in the Departments, just such occurrences as have taken place
in the Post-Oiiice Department.

I do not intend at this time to attempt either to specify what
may be brought about by a further and an honest and a patriotic
investigation, but I do believe, from the best information I have,
thatinother branches which the commission has never touched we
can secure information and snggestions, and that we will finally
agree upon a method which will cut off extravagances, if they
exist, and make provision by law so as to throw around the admin-
istration of that Department safeguards which will make it more
diffienlt for these ocenrrences to take place. That is all.

If in the conrse of that investigation exposures result which
trouble the other side of the House politically, they must take it

as becomes a great party, knowing that they have been in power,’
almost unlimited power, for thirty years, realizing that a clean-
ing of their own household will not only be proper for the coun-
try, but good for themselves.

““Let the light in,” says the Senator from Maine. Yes, the
broad sunlight. If the conduct of your people has been pure and
upright and careful in the people’s interest, it will inure to yomr
benefit and strengthen your future conduct. I know the Senator
from Maine too well to snppose for a second that he would shield
any man in his party who abused a public trust.

_ Therefore, Mr. President, I am delighted to have his coopsra-
tion in giving an opportunity to get at the real facts in the case.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on referring
%esg resolutions to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-

oads.

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I think one or possibly two
or three other Senators desire to speak on these resolutions, and
I ask that they may go over under the same arrangement that has
heratofore been made.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee
asks unanimous consent that these resolutions and the motion to
refer them may go over, retaining their place.

Mr. HALE. At the end of the rontine morning business.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Retaining their place.

Mr, HALE (to Mr. CARMACK). Let them go over in the same

way.

Mr. CARMACK. Iam willing that the resolutions shall go to
the committee. I withdraw my request,

Mr. tGORMAN. The Senator from Tennessee withdraws his

uest.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will go over,
to be taken up to-morrow.

Mr. ?OR . The Senator from Tennessee withdraws his
request.

Mr, CARMACK. I withdraw it.

Mr. PENROSE. I will have to renew the request on behalf of
a Senator who is not in the Chamber and who asked me, if he
were absent, to have the resolutions go over until to-morrow.

Mr. CARMACK. Thatis entirely agreeable to me,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsyl-
vania asks that the resolutions may go over, to be taken up to-
morrow morning immediately after the routine morning business,
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

A, R. CRUZEN.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chairlaysbefore the Sen-
ate a resolution, which will be read.

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CARMACK
on the 15th ultimo, as follows: >

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasmz'be directed to inform the
Senate whether any report has been made to the Treasury Department by
L. Cullom, special agent of the Treasury, with re t to the conduct of
A, R. Cruzen, collector of customs in Porto Rico; and, if so, to transmit the
m% (Eg the Senate with a statement of what action, if any, has been taken

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to
the resolution.

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Tennessee to agree to
insert the words *‘if not incompatible with the public interest.”

Mr. CARMACK. I can not conceive how the sending in of the
report could be incompatible with the public interest,if there is
such areport. My knowledge ofitisfroma publicationina Wash-
ington newspaper, setting out what purported to be the substance
of a report which has been made by a special agent of the Treas-
ury Department in reﬂrd to the conduct of the collector of cus-
toms in Porto Rico. e charges made in that report, as pub-
lished in this newspaper, were charges of gross dishonesty on the
part of the collector of customs—charges of gross fraud and a
recommendation for his removal. At least it was so published
in the newspapers. It did not purport to have come from the
Treasury Department. On the contrary, the intimation seemed
to be that it %ad leaked out in some way or other and come into
the possession of this newspaper. It was stated that the repori
had been made for many months,

Now, I do not see why a report of that sort should not be given
to the Senate, or how it could possibly be incompatible with the
public interest for the Senate to know whether or not charges of
that kind have been made by a sworn officer of the Government,
a special agent of the Treasury Department, appointed for that
very purpose. I do not gee how it could possibly be incompatible
mfg the public interest for the Senate to have possession of that
report.

Mr. ALLISON. Iknow nothing of the factsin this case, except
that I have learned incidentally that these reports of confidential

_agents of the Treasury Department are regarded for the time being

as confidential. I do not know any of the parties, and I have no
interest respecting this matter, Unless the Senator from Ten-
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nessee sees proper to insert the words which I suggest, I shall not
object to thgrresolution being , and will leave it to the Sec-
retary of the Treasury to say whether or not at this moment, in the
interest of the Government, the report should be made public.
That is all there is of it. .

Mr. CARMACK. If I conld understand any possible reason
why such a report should be secret, I would be g to insert a
provision of that sort, but I do not think such reports ought to be

secret.

Mr, ALLISON. Itisusual to regard such reports as reports to
the head of a Department and not to make them public for the
time being, in case,as it may be, that the De ent ghall desire
to take some action. I ghall not stand in the way of the resolu-
tion. I only suggest that there is a question as to the propriety
at this moment of making the report public.

Mr. TELLER. There may be a question raised as to the pro-

iety of it, but there i§ no rule in the Senate such as the Senator
Em Iowa has laid down. .

Mr. ALLISON. Idid not lay down a rule. I said that that
was the usnal practice, and I believe we have had two or three
cases in a like sitnation,

Mr, TELLER. Ihave never heard of it. 'We may have made
some special regulation about it. The senior Senator from Illi-
nois [Mr. CULIOK! not long since offered a rule, which, I think,
was sent to the ittee on Rules, that reports of this kind
shonld be considered secret; but there is no of the kind, nor
has there been any practice of the kind. Such reports have been
heretofore received and considered as public unless they referred
to something in the Senate which was considered as an executive
matter, like a treaty. There is no reason at all why this should
be made an executive matter. If is not a question that we have
any right at all to consider in executive session. Itisa legislative
question, if it is anything that we have to do with.

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose the Senator from Tennessee has
some motive in calling for this report, and it may be that it ought
to be made public at this time; but I would suggest to the Senator
that if it is proper to make it publie, it will be made public by
this call. If not, the Secretary of the Treasury will undoubtedly

give a reason why at this moment it is not wise to

make the report Ep;b]ic. : i’
The PRrEeg‘I)D T pro tempore. The question is on agreein,
to the resolution. [Putting the question.] The ayes have if, an

the resolution is Pmed

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, Without amendment?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Without amendment.

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut, Ithonght—-y 1

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will consider the
question on agreeing to the resolution to be before the Senate.

Mr.PLATT of Connecticut, Mr. President, I donot think that
in the somewhat extended service I have rendered in the Senate
I have ever known a resolution passed by the Senate calling upon
one of the Executive Departments to furnish the Senate with a
report made by an inspector or special agent who had been di-
rected by the Department to inquire into charﬁdagainst an offi-
cial of the Government who it was su been guilty of
criminal action in his De&rtment, and I think we onght to hesi-
tate before we establish that precedent.

Mr, TELLER. We can not hear the Senator over here. I
should like to hear what the Senator is saying, and it is quite im-
possible to hear him.
shglulid PLATT of Connecticut. Does the Senator desire that I

14

Mr. TELLER. I should like to know what the Senator thinks
about this question.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I will tartanew. I said I could
not remember that during the time I have been a Senafor the
Benate ever passed a resolution directing the head of an Execu-
tive Department to furnish to the Senate the reggrt of an inspector
or special agent who had been required by that Department to
examine a case of alleged malfeasance or crime against an offi-
cial in his Department, and I thought we ought to hesitate be-
fore establishing such a precedent, and for this reason: The
:ﬁ;’iﬁ! agents of the Treasury and other Departments who are in-

cted to investigate alleged or suspected delinguencies of offi-
cials are employed very much in the nature of detectives for the
purpose of ishing evidence to the Government which would
enable the prosecution of the offender in case the charges against
him or the supposed malfeasance were found to be true.

I think that such reports have always been considered by the
Senate and by Congress as matters confidential, and necessarily
confidential, in order to enable the Government to ferret out and
to punish any criminal conduct on the part of officials. I believe
that ought to be the rule. If it be so that whenever & special
agent of any De ent of the Government has been ordered to
make an investigation of a matter where it is supposed that an
official may have been guilty of criminal delinquency he under-

-port, that report is still under consideration, I should su

stands that all he writes to the Executive Department of a confi-
dential nature can be called for by Congress and made publie, it
is manifest that he may not discharge the duty with the same
fidelity he otherwise wonld exercise,

Mr, CARMACE. Why not?

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator asks why not, For
many reasons personal to himself, which must be ap; t, as it
seems to me, to everyone, C tial matters req absolute
authority to pursue the inquiry and to make the report, and it is
not in human nature for an inspector or an official to make that
inguiry with the fidelity and with the utter disregard of conse-
quences to himself, whatever the relations may be between him
and the parties, that he would make if he understood that his
communication to the Government was to remain secret at least -
until action had been had by the Department upon it.

There is another reason, Mr. President. Suppose this report
furnishes information npon which criminal proceedings ought to
be institnted by the Department. If there has been any such re-

b

the Secretary of the Treasury and is still undecided by ; 1{
may be decided that upon the evidence thus furnished a prosecution
ounght to be established, but whoever heard that a district attor-
g or a prosecuting officer would be called upon to submit, or, if

led upon, wonld be justified in submitting, to the public the
evidence before him tending to show criminality on the part of a
Government officihl or of a private individual before proaeedjnﬁ
were instituted? That is just what apparently is required to
S a0 the Hanaiie. £ T pposes from

, as the ‘ennessee su ane

article, this officer in Porto Rico has been guilty of mcm
quency or malfeasance as that he ought to be removed and a
criminal proceeding instituted against him, it is not in the in-
terest of justice that before that guestion is settled and determined
in the Treasury Department the evidence upon which such an in-
dictment would be based should be given to the world and also
to the criminal himself. To my mind we might just as well re-
quire that while a grand jury is considering the question as to
whether an indictment is to be fonnd the grand jury should from
dag to day make public all the evidence that was laid before itin
or erl;h.a:zitmig t determine whether there was a case in which
an indictment should be found. I can see nodistinction between
such a case as that and this case, supposing that it be true that
there is evidence here on which this official can be prosecuted.

As with the Senator from Iowa, I know nothing whatever abount
this case, but I feel that it might be of great embarrassment to
the Government if it were compelled to produce the re; which
has been made, which furnishes the evidence upon which a person
in an official capacity can be prosecuted. I do nof desire to say
any more about it; I do not, want to shield anybody; but I do
think it is establishing a very bad precedent, and without the
amendment suggested by the Senator from Iowa I shonld like to
have the yeasand nays upon the passage of aresolution of this char-
acter, in order that I may record my vote against it purely asa
mafter Wg.

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen-
ate the Calendarof General Orders.

The SecreTARY, Order of Business 13, Senate bill 887,

Mr, CULLOM, I ask unanimous consent that that order may

o over until this guestion issettled. It seems fomethat we have

4 it before us now for a month.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois asks
unanimons consent that the further consideration of the resolo-
tion shall be continued. Is there objection? The Chair hears
none. The Chair suggests to the Senate that the resolution known
as the ** Gorman resolution’’ should also have unanimouns consent
to be taken np immediately after the conclusion of this resolution.®
Is there objection to that? The Chair hears none.

Mr. CULLOM. I only want to say that I desire to have an
executive session some time to-day before we adjourn.

Mr. ALLISON. I will offer the amendment that I suggested
to the resolntion and let it be voted upon.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa sub-
mits an amendment to the pending resolution, which will be stated.

The SecRETARY, In line 1, at the end of the line, after the
word *‘ directed,” insert ** if not in his opinion incompatible with
the émblic interest."

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment.

Mr. STEWART. Ihope that amendment will be adopted. In
all the Departments we have a very large number of special
agents. ey are poorly paid and they are governed by the same
impulses that govern men. It frequently happens that they
mnll)ia accusations against men which are investigated in the De-
Rrhnent and the whole thing is found to be erroneous. The

partments hava to control them,and if their first impression,
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published through malice or ignorance or what not, or bymi;rﬁv—
resentation of outsiders, is to be published to the world and be @
official, great injustice will be done. I think the Departments
should have some discretion to hold back such matter until it
was investigated and not injure the character of a good man who
was perfectly innocent, when a slight investigation wonld show
that the whole charge was false.

That happens daily in the Departments, in the Land Office, and
elsewhere. The Department takes up a case and investigates it,
and finds that it is not well founded. They keep control of these
things, and I think it should be left in the discretion of the De-

rtments to say whether the matter ought to be made public, to
ggtermine whether its publicity would inferfere with criminal
ﬁht to be a discretion in the Departments about the reports of
irresponsible agents, because they are comparatively i ible.
They are poorly paid men. They are acting as detectives to a
great extent. I ﬁuld not like to have this resolution passed asa
precedent for dragging all such matters before the country. It
would be unjust. F

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, the Senator from Nevada is
very much mistaken when he refers to the special agents of the
Tream%Demrtment as a low class of employees who are poor
paicli. weueyqﬁe a very high class of empPoyeaa and are E
in -

EiJ; STEWART. Some of them are.

Mr, CARMACK. Men who do work like this are well paid, be-
cause it requires men of unusual intelligence and capacity for that
particular line of work, and low-class men—low-salaried men—
would not be put to doing work of this kind, These men do not

o to a place as socretspamaldetectiveg.th Tmryhsmctar is kliownd
ey are known as ial agents of the Dgpartmen , &N
they go for the purpose of ining the books and accounts and
the work generally of the custom-house officials, The official
who is being examined knows that he i8 being examined. It is
no secret-service work.

I can not see for the life of me how the publication of this re-
port can in any way interfere with the public service. The re-
port, according to thisnewspaper statement, has now been in the

ion of the Secre of the Treasury for about nine months.

[} ible injury could be done by its publication.

e Senator from Connecticut says some criminal prosecution
might be based upon it. It seems that nothing has been based
upon it. Nothing has been done about it so far aswe know. The
recommendation was that the man be discharged. The accusa-
tion was that he had been guilty ef frand and corruption, and
the fact seems to be that the Secretary of the Treasury has al-
lowed the matter to sleep without any action whatever, so far as
we know, and I think we onght to know. Syﬁlpoae criminal prose-
cutions were to be made upon this 5 o publication of the
report conld not give to the accused the knowledge of a single fact
he does not possess now. He knows the offenses of which he has
been guilty—that is, if he is guilty. If he is an innocent man it
is but justice that he should know fhe specific accusation. If he
is a guilty man the report will not give him any information he
does not already §

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to the
amendment?

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Tennessee does not object
to the amendment?

Mr. CARMACK. Yes; I am not going to accept it.

Mr. TELLER. I object fo the amendment. . President, if
this amendment should be adopted it will be the first time in the
history of the Senate, I think, we have ever submitted a reso-
Iution of this kind fo a Cabinet officer. We always put in that
clause when we submit a resolution to the President—that is, we
say that he shall make the report if mot incompatible, in his
judgment, with the public interest.

I suppose, technically, all such resolutionsought to be addressed
to the President because he has absolute control of them, but
they have not always been so addressed. The orderly procedure
in the Departments, as Senators will find if they will go back at
least forty or fifty years, has been for the Secretary who was fo
discharge the duty of making the report, if he thought it wasin-
compatible with the public interest, to report to the President
what he thought about it, and the President—not the Secretary,
but the President—reported to the Senate that he himself thougrgt
it was incompatible with the public interest. If this inquiry is
addressed to the Secretary of the Treasury and if the Secretary
believes that he ought not to make the report public he will so
report to the President and the President will so mrt to the
Senate. Then you have the responsible head of the Government

_and not a subordinate excusing the Executive from making the

l'e?ort.
t does not seem to me that this is a wise amendment. I sup-
pose the inquiry is addressed to the Secretary of the Treasury; I

ceedings, whether it is scandalous, whether itisunjust. There | p

judge so by the debate so far as it has gone; but it certainly is in
the province of the President to say to us, although it is addressed
to the Secretary of the Treasury, that it is not compatible with
the publicinterest to send in the report.

Isubmit, Mr. President, that the dignity of the Senate and the
dignity of the President require that we should leave it in the way
it has been for very, very many years. I admit that there may
be cases when there was to be a criminal prosecution and the
Secretary of the Treasury might feel that he did not want to make
public just then what the Government’s case was. ~Ishould think
in such a case the matter would go naturally to the Department
of Justice for an opinion. Then it would come back to us with
the President's imprint of approval that he did not think it was

rOper.
I suggest to the Senator from Iowa that thers isnot any danger
of this report coming hereif the President doesnot think it onght
to come, nor is there any danger of its coming here if the Secre-
tary does nof think it ought to come. I do not believe myself
it is wise to make the pr change in the resolution. The
practice has worked very decently, I think, and satisfactorily for
R Pl i U1t s oy wal Wi s Bl o
in the ordi way an re )
Treasur_\'dealwithitaahaseesgt. e

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, as I said before, I know noth-

ing of the facts ing this case.
. TELLER. NorlL

Mr. ALLISON. Nor the parties.

Mr. TELLER. Norl,

i ety b of m&mﬁt t?iﬂi? chief
report of an agent of the en —a
confidential report, as such reports always are—and I do not re-
member an instance where such confidential re have ever
been asked for. I have no recollection of an inquiry for such a re-
port made of the head of a Department.

I am perfectly willing, and so suggest to the Senator from Colo-
rado, that the resolution ghall be addressed to the President, ask-
ing him to communicate the report if not incompatible with the
public interest.

Mr, TELLER. Very well.

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. I have no objection to that.

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Tennessee or any other
Senator desires to see this report I have no doubt it will be shown
tohim. Ido not suppose there is anything that would prohibit
him from examiiiing the report, he having some ultimate pur-
pose undoubtedly in offering the resolution. Idonot know what
that purpose is, but I only wish to raise that question on the resolu-
tion, there not having been, to my knowledge, an instance of such
a resolution.

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, if he will take
the pains to go over the history of this country he will find innu-
merable cases where the President has sent to the Senate or House,
whichever it may be, that he does not consider it compatible with
the public interest to make a report to us or to give the informa-
tion requested. Sometimes it has been done upon a resolution
addressed to the President,and sometimes it has been done npon
resolutions addressed to heads of Departments.

Mr, ALLISON. I have no recollection of such a case.

Mr. TELLER. I do not care anything atout it. It does not
make any difference, except I am simply desiring to see the pro-
cedure of the Senate continned which has been here in force so
long. I shonld prefer to see the resolution addressed to the Presi-
dent. He will naturally, of course, refer it to the Secretary of
the Treasury, and then if there is any reason why we should not
have the re]latb)(r)t they will tell us.

Mr. ALLISON.” Then I move, with the leaye of the Senator
from Tennessee, that his resolution be directed to the President
and that it be modified accordingly; and if it is preferred that it
sghall go over, I have no doubf that it will come up to-morrow.

Mr. CARMACK. Iaccept that amendment.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee
modifies the resolution. The modification will be stated,

The Secretary read as follows:

Resolved, That the President be u L
il itk the Pl TR o bt fh s ok 0 1t optaiion Itieorapad:

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Will the Senate agree to the
resolution as m :

The resolution as modified was agreed to.
RELATIORS WITH NEW GRANADA OR COLOMBIA,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the
Senate a resolution which will be stated.

The SECRETARY. Senate resolution 73, by Mr. GorMAN, calling
upon the President for certain information touching former nego-
tiations of the United States with the Government of New Gra-
nada or Colombia, ete,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair suggests that some
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Senator ask unanimous consent that if the discnssion of the reso-
lution shall not be concluded to-day it may take its place again
upon the table of the presiding officer.

Mr. CULLOM. I make that suggestion, Mr. President.

The PRESIDENT Ero tempore. there objection to it? The
Chair hears none, and that order is made. The resolution is be-
fore the Senate, and the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] is
entitled to the floor.

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, on Friday last, when I took the
floor, I expected to complete my remarks. I believe I should have
done so if it had not been for the very generous assistance I re-
ceived from both sides of the Chamber in my speech. I regret
that I was not then able to conclude. I shall beg the indulgence
of the Senate while I try to complete what I have to say to-day.
The diversions in my speech of Friday have somewhat disarranged
the order of presentation of the various questions I desired to
place before the Senate, While I had no ]iulrelpared speech, I had

iven some attention to the order in whic thO'llg!ht I ought to

iscuss these questions. I have discussed some of them, and my
discussion now may not appear to be entirely germane, but I may
have to return to some of the questions which I should not have
returned to had I been allowed to complete my speech on the lines
I had marked out.

Since I made my speech on Friday my attention has been called
to some remarks of the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr.
Lopae], made in my absence from the Senate on the 5th of Jan-

last. I desire to controvert some of the propositions laid
down by that Senator in his speech on this subject. I do so with
some hesitation. I know the junior Senator from Massachusetts
is a scholar, an author, and a statesman, and it may seem some-
what rash for me to call into question either his logic or his law;
but, Mr. President, in this case I can not agree with either, al-
though I shounld agree with some of the propositions which the
Senator has presented to the Senate, where he has cited the opin-
ion of writers on international law. I am compelled, however,
to dissent from the conclusions which the Senator has drawn.

‘While it may seem to some somewhat unnecessary to go over
all of these details, I think it is necessary. Inquiring into the prin-
ciples of international law I find a great deal of uncertainty as to
how they originated. I find in the records the statement that
certain principles, laid down by eminent statesmen at different
times in the history of the world, running back many years, have
become the rule of international law by the acceptance of various
nationsof the earth. I donot like to have the Senator from Mas-
sachusetts intrnding into international law his opinions; and,
therefore, I pro to call attention to the authorities on which
he professedly s his opinions. The Senator seems to have
confounded certain things. PerhapsIhad better read what the
Senﬁ.tor has read. In order to do him justice, I am going to read
it all.

In the first place, he has a quotation from the first authority
cited, touching princig?.}ly on the question of the right of recog-
nition. On page 4 of his remarks, as printed in pamphlet form, I
find the following:

In Lawrence’s Wheaton's International Law (pt. 1, chap. 2, p. 36) is found
the following discussion of what actually constitutes sovereignty in a state:

* Bovereignty is acquired by a state either at the origin of the civil society
of which it is composed or when it rates itself from the community of
which it previously formed a partand on which it was dependent. * * *
The internal sovereignty of a state does not in any depend upon its
recognition by other states, * * * The existence of the state de factois
sufficient in this respect to establish its sovereignty de jure. Itisa state be-
cause it exists.”

That is a well-stated proposition of law, and is undoubtedly in
accordance with the general consensus of opinion of writers on
international law, that * It is a state because it exists.”

It is a state becanse it has the qualifications of a state. That
is according to our idea. It is a community organized for the
purpose of maintaining law and order, and protecting personal
and property rights; but, Mr. President, it must have more than
that; it must have the machinery of government; it must have a
legislature; or it must have a power, at least, that can create
laws. It may be that it is an absolute autocratic power lodged
in one man; it may be lodged in a good many men, or it may be
lodged in a few men; but somewhere there must be that power.

Then it must have, in addition to that, the ability to maintain
itself not only at home amongst its own people, but it must be
able to maintain itself amongst the nations of the earth either by
force of its power or because the nations of the earth concede its
right to exist. It is not necessary that it should have recognition
in the way that new governments are usually recognized. Itis
first a de facto government. It becomes a de jura government
when the rest of the world recognizes that de facto government
as a government capable of discharging all the functions of a state
and one which will become a de jure government eventually. If
nobody recognizes it and it continues to discharge the duties of a
state for many years, it will be a government de jure; and, of

?outr:e, every government de jure must also be a government de
acto,

There are a great many governments as to which no one counld
go back to the time when they were recognized as governments,
except that by another government treating with them or fight-
ing with them or negotiating with them or sending ambassadors
to them they have recognized their state of existence. The Sena-
tor from Massachusetts continues:

Precisely the same definition of a sovereign state is found also in Kluber,
Droit des GGens Moderne de 1'Europe, section 23,

Further, in Lawrence’s Wheaton, page 47, is the follasving:

“*Where a revolted province or colony has declared and shown its ability
to maintain its independence the ition of its sovereignty by other
foreign states is a question of policy and prudence only.”

Remember that is when a government has shown its ability to
maintain itself, and then every other government may or may
not recognize it, as it sees fit. There is no way, Mr. President,
that you can compel one government to recognize another, Com-
mon regard for the rights of other nations and for the welfare of

nd will require at the proper time that every nation shall
recognize a new government which has shown its ability to main-
tain itself, whether by force of arms or by lapse of time. Again
the Senator from Massachusetts quoted from Lawrence, as follows:

Before a formal recognition by sending ambassadors and entering into
treaties by foreign powers, there éonld be a practical cessation of hosﬁ].itiea
on the t of the old state which may long precede the theoretical renuncia-
tion of her rights, and there should be a consolidation of the new state so far
as to be in a condition of maintaining international relations with other
countries, an absolute bona fide possession of ind dence as a separate
kingdom, not the enjoyment of perfect and undistur tranquillity—a test
too severe for many of the oldest kin but there should be t{e exist-
ence of a government acknowledged by the people over whom it is set, and
ready to prove its responsibility for their conduct when they come in con-
tact with foreign nations.

Thatis a very correct statement. The Senator then said:
Thesame doctrine isdeclared in Historicus1, page 9, by Sir William Vernon
anconrt, in his publication at the time of ou]; civil wa; e

Recognition of the independence of a revolted state is only lawful when
such independence is de fm:ﬁ established.” i

Mr. President, that is what I have been contending for. The
Senator then said:

W. E. Hall, who I take it is the first of the English authorities and one of
the most recent on international law, says:

** Assuming that the recognition of the Spanish-American republics by the
United States and England may be taken as a typical example of recognition.
given upon unimpeachable ngound&};x;d bearing in mind the princiég that
recog'nﬂlo::mc?n not be withheld w it has been earned, it may said

enera -
g‘ (1), Igeﬂnitive independence can not be held to be established, and recog-
nition is consequently not legitimate, g0 long asa substantial struggle isbeing
maﬁit;t;iged by the formerly sovereign state for the recovery of its authority;
and tha : -

*(2) A mere pretension on the part of the formerly sovereign state ora
struggle so inadequate as to offer no reasonable ground for supposing that
success may ultimately be obtained is not enough to keep alive the ri;%ﬂa of
the stateand so to fEvlravent foreign countries from falling under an obligation
to recognize as a state the mmmnni%cl&iming to have me one.

‘*In a note of Dana’s to Wheaton's International Law he says that the tests
which ghould determine the recognition of a foreign state are ‘the necessi-
ties of the foreign recognizing state and the truth of the facts implied that
the state treated with wasat the time in the condition de facto of an inde-

ndent state.,’” (Extract and note from W. E. Hall's International Law,

. II, Ch. I, p. 98.)

Mr. President, I am not going to contend, and I never have con-
tended, that we were under obligation at any time, until we felt
that it was to our interest so to do, to recoEmza any state. We
illustrated that in our treatment of the South American republics
where the revolution began in 1810, and we only recognized them

in 1821 or 1822. I have not looked up the exact date, but I think

_| it was perhapsin 1822. Duringall that time, Mr. President, those

South American republics maintained themselves against
Spain. It is true they had not all the time maintained stable
governments. Some of them had stable governments for a few
months, and then they wounld change by revolution; but all the
time they were against Spain, and during that whole time they
never consented that Spain had any authority over them. Be-
cause of their frequent changes of a constitutional character and
of rulers we deferred for more than ten years the recognition of
those states. In the case of Texas we did the same thing; but I
called attention to that the other day and will not repeat it.

Now, I come to what the Senator from Massachusetts concludes
the law is. I am very sorry the Senator is not here. He =aid:

I will not mnltipl{ocitations from writers on international law. I think
it is perfectly clear 1 an{:ne who has examined the subject that they all
unite in the sition that the question of the recognition of a new state,
whether formed originally or by separation from another state, is a question
for the sole determination of the reoognizin%epower, that it is not necessarily

in any sense an act of war, and that it may be done with a strict observance
of nentrality.

It is not necessarily an actof war, I will admit, Mr. President,
and when the conditions which the world has declared are the
prior conditions to recognition exist, it is not even a violation of
neutrality; but until those conditions do exist all the anthorities
from Demosthenes down to the present time are in favor of the .
position I have taken, thatitisa breach of neuntrality—and a breach
of neutrality, of cour:e, is an act of war,
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A gentleman in Boston who is known very well, I think, to
most members of this Senate, Mr. Moorfield Storey, delivered a
lecture on the 5th of December before the Massachusetts Rzform
Club. He makes a quotation from a speech made by Sumner,
which I have not had the time to verify by examining the Con-
gressional Globe because my attention was only called to_this
speech yesterday; but I know Mr. Storey to be a man of high
character, and I assume that the quotation iscorrect. Ive rarel§
use any quotation withont verifying it if it can be done. Now,
am going to read what Charles Sumner said:

The conclusion, then—

Said Mr. Sumner—
isclear. To justify recognition it must appear beyond doubt that de facto
the contest is ﬁm‘sz«sd and that de facto t.g? new government is established
gecura within fixed limits, These are conditions precedent, not to be avolded
without open offense to & friendly power and open violation of that interna-
tional law which is the guardian of the world's peace.

Mr, President, I appeal from the junior Senator from Massa-
chusetts on this question of law and logic to Charles Sumner, his
predecessor, )

The Senator from Massachusetts has given us a great many
other (I;uotations, which I am not _going to attempt to read—be-
canse 1 do not desire to continue this discussion to any unreason-
able extent—except, perhaps, one or two of them, to which I will
call the attention of the Senate, The Senator from Massachusetts
said:

Practically the same doctrine is found in a note of Mr, Jefferson, Secretary
of State, to Mr. Morris, November 7, 1782 (MSS. Inst. Ministers):
es "

‘It acecords with our principl

He says—

1o acknowled t to be rightful which is formed by the will
s o, o pa a4 Ly by

But, Mr, President, that does not disprove the fpoait.ion I have
taken. That is directed simply to the question of the regularity
of a government de facto. I have gone over all of these quota-
tions, and I am free to say that I can not quite understand wh
the Senator used some of them, for it seems to me they are di-
rectly against his proposition. It is not aquestion simply for the
recognizing government to determine when they will recognize
another power unless it shall be asserted, which I am prepared to
hear very soon, that international law can be set aside whenever
it is disagreeable to enforce it. That was pretiy nearly the doc-
trine of the great powers of Europe immediately after the Na-
poleonic wars; but it never was accepted in the United States,
and our Supreme Court in various cases, which Ishall not attempt
now tocite or to present, but willhope to do so before I get through,
has repeatedly declared that international law was just as bind-
ing upon the world as a statute law was binding upon the nation
that had enactedit. Judge Marshall so declared on several occa-
sions, and Judge Story declared that no one nation could change
international law; that it conld only be by the consent of all the
world that either an extension or a limitation of recognized in-
ternational law could be made. International law is the law of
this country, b'nding the executive and legislative branches of the
Government alike.

The Senator from Massachusetts quotes Hall. I am somewhat
familiar with his work, and it is a very good work, but its chief
value consists in the fact that he has kept himself in line with the
old suthorities on this subject and has not attempted to bring in
any newdoctrines. Iwant toread what he says aboutrecognition:

When a state has itself the independence of a revolted prov-
ince it can not pretend that recognition by other states is tgremamm. en
it has not done o, it may often be ble for it to bring the conduct of other
iﬁatﬁénto question, am{ to argue ?x?ﬁ“ Tecognition has not been justified by

e facts,

That can not be true if it is within the province, without any
limit or restrict’on upon it, of a nation to simply recognize a gov-
ernment whenever it sees fit. I know, of course, that there is no
tribunal to call that state in question except the tribunal of pub-
lic opinion of the world, which just now we are hearing from.
Qur conduct in this Panama matter is being very unpleasantly
criticised in different parts of the world.

And where any color exists for such an assertion, the state which has
recognized an insurgent community is placed in & false position. Until inde-
pendence is o consummated that it may reasonably be expected to be per-
manent, insurgents remain legally subjoct to the state from which they are
trying to separate. Premature récognition, therefore, is a wrongdone to the
parent state; in effect, indeed, it amounts to an act of intervention. Hence
great caution ought to be exercised by third powers in granting recognition,
and, except where reasons of polilcg interfere to prevent strict attention to
law, it_is seldom given unless under circumstances which set its propriety
be;cud the reach of cavil. (Hall, pp. 89-80.)

or, though no state hasa nfht to withhold recognition when it has been

to judge for themselves whether a commu-

nitar claiming to be reco d does really possess all the necessary marks,

AN jally whether it is likely to live. Thus, although the right to be

treated as n state is independent of recognition, ition is the necessary
evidence that the right been acq p. 81.)

# * ® The right of independence is so damental a of interna-
tional law, and respect for it is so essential to the existence ot legal restminé

that any action tending to place it in a subordinate tion must be lool
upon w{l.h disfavor, snrfd any general grounds of inte}"c\.rsalnnm pretending to

e , states must be allowe:

be sufficient, no less than their application in particular cases, may properly
be judged with an adverss bins. _(Hall, International Law,%‘m.)

A circular issued by tho Russian Government when England and France
suspended diplomatie relations with Naples in consequenes of the inhuman-
ity with which the Kingdom was ruled, is not without value in itself, and is
o e?ecial interest as issuing from the source from which it came., *'We
could understand,” it says, ‘“that as a consequence of friendly forethought
one government should give advice to another in a benevclent spirit; that
such advice might even assume the character of exhortation; but we believe
that to be the furthest limit allowable. Lessthan everean it now be allowed
in Europe to forget that sovereigns are equal among themselves, and that it
is not the extent of territory but the sacred character of the rights of each
which regulates the relations that exist between them, Toendeavor to ob-
tain from the King of Naples concessions as concerns the internal govern-
ment of his State by threats, or by a menacing demonstration, is a violant
usurpation of his authority, an attempt to govern in his stead; it is an opan
declaration of the right of the strong over the weak. (Note, Hall Interna-
tional Law, p. 280.)

I have an extract from Bowen on International Law. He says:

The recognition of a neutral nation of revolters as bollizerents shounld not
be based on sympathy, but on justice and law, both of which require that
revolters should not be as belligerents until they have effected a
political organization capable of performing the duties of a nation and of
meeting tho r nsibilities of one, and have shown that their rebellion is in
fact a war and conducted according to the rules of war. (P.13 of H. W.
Bowen on International Law.)

The recognition of belligerency is a step that may properly pre-
cede the recognition of the indspendence of a government.

Woolsey, who is surl‘)JIJJosed to bte an anthority upon this ques-
tion, lays down the rule that there can be no recognition of a
government as long as there is evident doubt whether a govern-
ment is a fact.

If the question is still one of armed strife, as between a colony and a
mother country, or between a state and a revolted portion of it, to take the
part of the colony or of the revolted territory by recognition is an injug
and may be a ground of war, as when Louis 1 recognized the Unit
States; but every nation must decide for itself whether an independent state
be really established, and needs not to wait until the pnrtzvop*tgsinﬁlthe
revolutionary effort has accepted the new order of things, (Woolsey,Inter-
national Law, p. 41.)

Of course, I do not mean that it would have been necessary, be-
fore we recognized Panama, to wait until Colombia should have
said she recognized it, if she had all the attributes of a state—a
stable government and abilify to maintain its anthority over its
people and discharge its international obligations.

hat I am about to read is not from any aunthority. Itismy
view of international law. I am going to read one page of what
I have written out—which I rarely do—because I want to be sure
that I state it correctly.

Every State having the recognition of the nations of the world,
or of any considerable part of them, may be considered as a na-
tion de jure withont reference to the character of its government
or the length of its existence.

‘We became a State de jure long before Great Britain recog-
nized our independence, and we have always dated ounr existence,
not from the treaty of peace, but from the Declaration of Inde-
pendence, while in all £roccedings in reference to us,inthe courts
and everywhere else, Great Britain has dated our origin as a na-
tion from the treaty of peace.

A new people, by revolution or by secession or otherwise, sepa-
rating itself from the parent state, seeking admnission into the
community of states, may not have such recognition as entitled
it to be known as a de jure government; but if it has a govern-
mental organization and has the approval of the peogle and the
ability to maintain itself against the parent state and is able to
discharge its international obligations as a nation, it becomes a de
facto government, and will, by lapse of time or by the recognition
of other nations, become a nation de jure.

‘When a people struggling forindependence has reached the con-
dition of a government de facto it is ordinarily entitled to recog-
nition of its independence. But other nations may still refuse
recognition, for it may be that the parent state will yet be able to
destroy this de facto government and again establish its anthority.

That is a question for each state to determine for itself, but it
must have the character I have mentioned.

Most anthorities on international law have insisted that other
governments wait until it is apparent that the parent state can
not subdue its rebellious subjects. This delay may be because of
sympathy with the parent state, or it may arise from a wish to
avoid the hostility of such state, for a premature recognition of
such independence is considered an unfriendly act.

All Europerecognized the belligerency of the Confederate States,
and France wanted to recognize their independence, as did a large
and influential class in Great Britain. The final outcome of the
civil war shows that such recognition of independence would
have been a mistake on the part of France or Great Britain.

Most of us remember the threat made by a certain class in
Great Britain that England would recognize the independence of
the Confederacy. Some of our people complained very seriousl
when they recognized its belligerency, but as a question of law
do not E.?lligve the beﬂigeb:t;ncy t?hf the dConfederatfﬁ eSdtatea was
recogniz any nation before the conditions justified it.

Mr. SPOOIYTER. We recognized it first.
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Mr. TELLER. I am not certain we did at ﬂrst,althou&hprac—
tically we did; but not openly. But in our treatment of them we
recognized practically their belligerency by the exchange of
Pprisoners.

Mr. SPOONER. By the Eroclamtion of the blockade.

Mr. TELLER. Yes; the blockade of itself is such a declara-
tion, except in exireme cases, and except, according to the new
doctrine which has been recently brought into the world, of a
pacific blockade, to which I have never yet been able to give my
consent. I am glad to say that the best modern anthorities de-
clare that there is nosuch thing as a pacific blockade. A blockade
must be accompanied with force, and force against an independ-
ent nation is war,

Mr. President, I have a few remarks on the subject of inter-
vention. I understand that the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr,
SrooxER], who has stepped out and who I hope will be back in a
moment, said that there had been no intervention in this case;
that there had been recognition of independence, but no interven-
tion. If I know what intervention means, and if I do not I shall
be glad to have some Senator interrupt me to tell me, we did in-
fervene.

Mz, SPOONER entered the Chamber.

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Wisconsin has returned. I
do not want to do the Senator any injustice. In his absence I
stated that I understood him to say that there had been no inter-
vention in this case. I desire to insist that there has been inter-
vention. And intervention does not necessarily mean that you
go there with an army. Anything that obstructs and hinders the
parent state from taking such steps as states are entitled to take
is an intervention. It may be by a proclamation, it may be by
threat, or it may be by armed force. The only difference is that
one is intervention and the other armed intervention.

Lawrence, in his Principles of International Law, lays this
down:

ht of independence conferred by international la h full

scr?el;g% xﬁn‘;nber?re t.henr?ﬁjly g; nnti];ynsninvolv_as. as w: 13'3’33 :::n.. oom-y
plete liberty on the part of every state to its affairs to its
own wishes. It may c. e its form of government, alter its constitution
form its alliances, and enter upon its wars acco to its own views
what is justand expedient. But sometimes it happens that another state
or a group of states interferes with its proceedings, and when it is engaged in
internal ermnil or external conflict endeavors to compel it to do something
which, if left to itself, it wonld not do or refrain from doing something
which, if left to iteelf, it would do. Interference of this kind is called inter-
vention. ry teems with instances of it. It has been undertaken on
various pretexts and justified by the most diverse reasonings. In every case
S I I
sub;‘ected to it a{zd therefore & violation of an acknowledged principle of
internationsal law.

I call the attention of the Senate to that. If there is any justi-
fication of the intervention, then it isfor the intervenor in the case
to give the reasons that bring him within the rule, which is an
exceedingly close one; and I ti‘mk it is utterly impossible in this
case to bring it within the rule.

St 2 o, irsenin, .t oo it

conio Wi y BIL e we
rhen bamijfa pmilanybo whether it i.:‘ ever ii:ha; and if so, under
what circumstances,

The essence of intervention is force, or the threat qu in case the die-
tates of the mtervemng;gomr are . Itis, fpm. clearly dif-
ferentiated from mere advice tendered by a h-iandlE state without any idea
of compulsion; from medintion entered upon bya power at the request
of the parties to the dispute, but without any promise on their part to accept
the terms prqposed.oraniint‘enﬁnnan its part to force them to doso; and
from arbitration, which takes place when the contestants ssroe to refer the
dispute to an independent tribunal and consent beforehand to abide by its
award, though it possesses no power to compel obedience to its decisions.

That is all that is needed to make intervention.
There can be no intervention without, on the one hand, the presence of force,

naked or veiled, and, on the cther hand, the absence of consent on the part of
the combatants. There have been instances where one to the dispute
has asked for the intervention of a third power; but if

agree in

such a request, the interference ceases to be intervention mdmm media-

tion. Should the media state find the un gto t its
decide to compel them by force of arms, its action would then lose

e character of peaceful mediation and assume that of warlike intervention.
(Lawrence, ples of International Law, pp. 115-118.)

Eyery state is bound to respect the inde%andﬁnce of its neighbors as a
fundamental tm-inciple of international law; but & regard for its own nfetg
is still more fundamental, and if the two ples clash, it naturally an
properly acts upon the latter. The that self-preservation, or the
Erwermtion of what ismore preciouseven than life, overrides ordinary rules

in no way peculiar to the law of nations, * * #* (Lawrence, p. 117.)

But we must note carefully that the da must be direct and immediat
not contingent and remoie; and, moreover, it must be sufficiently importan
in itself to justify the expenditure of blcod and treasure in order to repel it.
The mere fear that something done by a neighboring state to-day may pos-
sibly be dangerous to us in the future if that state should happen to becoms
hostile is no !u.s: ground of intervention. If it were, might always
be at war ¥ to prevent war ﬂi‘g years hence! . the canse which
Jjustifies intervention must be important enough to justifywar. Governments
constantly submit to small inconveniences rather than resort to hostilities;
and an which is not sufficiently ve to warrant a recourse to the terri-
ble arbitrament of battle is not iently grave to warrant intervention.
(Lawrence, p. 118.)

Will somebody tell me whether the desire to build the canal, if
there had been no other place on the face of the earth where we
could build one, was enough to justify intervention, withount

farther consideration and further treatment, or effort to treat,
with Colombia? Mr. President, it seems to me that answers itself.
Demosthenes, who was a lawyer as well as an orator, said this:
He that makes or contributes such thin h ke
he neither strikes mmr thlxlwowsa dart utg: hemIe::gyl?a t(;‘(l';lmrl.'.'itlt};:’ s?:ﬁ
He was then speakmf nationally and not individually,
Augustus Ceesar said:
That city bath ht
@ uc.lgn.)s lost its right to peace that receives and protects an enemy,
John Quincy Adams, when Secretary of State, said, referring to
the revolt of the South American republics against Spain:
Thers is in such contests wh ition with d
from t.il‘lz O&Ehgzm of nout.?a.nlitv istl] grvimrgj:o ﬂmn?o t;:le‘:tax%u;;en ?ﬂﬁfp‘i’;
dence is established as a matter of fact so as to leave the
sita party to recover their dominion utterly desperate.
That goes with recognition. In his Law of Nations Tyviss
quotes this rule:

A state can not balawfully required torenounce any of her natural rights
:gn&l;t)its free will. (Lampedi: Du Commerce des Neutrals, par, , endftm

of the oppo-

This is cited with :ﬂamml by Twiss, page 432.

A re%tigement of that kind by a sovereign power is an act of
war. offended state may not go to war, but it is an act of
war under the law of nations, which justifies the nation called
upon to surrender its rights to go to war if it sees fit.

Colombia has the right, under the law of nations, to compel the
seceding province, or state, whatever it may be, to submit to its
dominion, if it can. Nobody anywhere pretends that that is not
from any standpoint a justifiable war, according to the definition
that old Grotiuslaid down at the beginning of the treatises on in-
ternational law.

Colombia being a State, saying nothing of our relation to Co-
lombia, with which country we were at peace, and Panama se-
ceding, or attempting to secede, what were our obligations? Our
t()}%lllfaig.ioim, then, were to remain neutral between Panama and

m

Story, in the Supreme Court of the United States, laid down
the rule as follows:

SR AT TSI 1 (e B o iher halligursnt without malk-
o ves a party to the contest an 011 acti neo-
trality. (See Santissima Trinidad, 7 Whmat?:n, p.%:i) s

Twiss says:

‘When a government has notice of an insurrection it has thres alternatives:
It may assist the government de jure, or it may assist the insurgents, in either
of which cases it becomes a party to the war; or it may be impa: treat-
ing the de jure government as an independent power, while it treats the in-
:%rgents afs% ;‘.emmtmlty entitled to the rights of war against its adversary.

'wiss, p. 490,

Mr. President, I read from Hall, but there was one page I
omitted:

Prima facie intervention is a hostile act, becanse it constitutes an attack
upgélL Slm independence of the state subjected toit. (Hall International Law,

P

The grounds upon which intervention has taken place, or n which it is
said with more or less of authority thatit is permitted, may referred to
the ht of self-preservation, to the right of op?usinx wrongdoing, to the
du! fulfilling engagements, and to p for one of two partiesina
sta/ (Hall International Law, p. &Exi

* & % The stats which issubjected to intervention has either failed to
satisfy its international duties or has intentionally violated them. It has
done mrmim 8 wrong to obtain redress for which the intervening state
may ‘e war if it chooses, 1f war occurs, the latter may exact as one of the
conditions of peace at the end that a government shall 'ga installed which is
able and willing to observe its international obligations. And if the inter-
van.lngvsﬁta may make war a fortiori, it ma; the same result in a milder
WaY. en, however, the danger against which intervention is leveled does
not arise from the acts or omizssions of the state, but is merely the indirect
conssquence of the existence of a form of government or of prevalence
of ideas which are opposed to the views the intervening state or its

ok intervention ceases to belegitimate, * * (HallInternational Law,
p-

Mr. President, it can not be contended by anybody that our
riﬁt to intervene there existed from anything that Colombia had
£ to do. If we had such a right, without the consent of
Colombia, it must have been a treaty right, which I will show
before I get through that we did not have.

Continning, this anthor says:

*# * * Bupposing the intervention to be directed against the existing
govemment??ndapmdance is violated by an nt‘l.emg: to prevent the regular
organ of the state from managing the state affairs in its own way.

. Isubmit that now to Senators who tell me there has been no
intervention in the conduct of our Government. Hall continnes;

Su it, on the other hand, to be directed against rebels, the fact that
it hﬁpﬁﬁm to call in foreign help is nn:ﬁag‘h to show that the issue
of the conflict would without it be uncertsin, and nently that there is
a doubt as to which side would ultimately establish itself as the le
sentative of the slate. If, again, intervention is based npon an op
the merits of the question at issue, the intervening state takes upon itself to
bl el e e R L

m
vision. (Hall International Law, p. 201 is
t.hfr' President, some authorities do not treat it as mildly as
t.
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Ouar conrts have rendered dzcisions this question. Jud
Aaxshall said: ) i

The court is bound by the law of nations, which is the law of the land.

That will be found in 9 Cranch, pages 338-423.

Our courts have held that an act of Congress shonld never be
construed to interfere with international law or to violate mutual
rights if it can be construed otherwxse (See Charming Betsey,

E‘ra.nch 64,118.)

In the case of Paguette Habana v. The Lola (175 U. S. Rept.,
677) Justice Gray said:

Intmntlomlhwhupnrtot our law,and must be ascertained and admin-

the courts of justice of a priate jurisdiction as often as ques-
tms of t depending on it are dt;gy presanta';ll for their determination.

Judge Strong, in the case of The Seotia, reported in 14 Wallace,
at page 170, said:

Undoubte%}ymd.ngiemﬂonmchungsthahwo!tham ® * % Like
ant.heh nations, it rests upon the common consent of civilized com-

I msh to call attention to the statement I made the other da
that our intervention was an act of war, which was deni
Davis says:

International law is essentially conservative in character. It recognizes
an existing state of affairs and opposes and is slow to recognize changes ef-
focted by violent and revolutionary methods. Interference in favor of -

gsntsmhavarmcﬂoned,mdwmmm by a state is equivalent to a
damhoanmrnmmthemmmthmwhmterri ¥y the rebellion

Tha.tm from an American writer and an American officer. That
is the law recognized throughout the civilized world. and no other
law could be recognized. It is not possible that the powers of
the earth would allow interference in a case of that kind without
war. What would we have done in the civil war—I do not care
if we did have on our hands the greatest war of modern times, if
not in all history—if any government had interfered so as to give

help to the other side or injury tous? If wounld have meant war.

Davis continues:
Not only is armed interference in behalf of insurgents not justifiable, but
the of any assistance, d.irectorind.trect\ ormnafnilureto-
o @ neutral obligations, isa just cause of offense. * *

A just caunse of offense in international law means a just causs |
of war. That is exactly what Demosthenes declared a long time
ago, and it has been the rule of conduct for nations ever since.

Again Mr. Davis says:

From the definition of a state it is elear that any interference between a
state and its subjects is oppssed to the fundamental principle af international |
law. h{t ahoulc} Eﬁ;&n evt:a;: of the rarest mcnrran&e‘; P.nd be m&.ﬂ.gd |

cases o . »

B O Pr——— S e

And the emergency which is laid down by all writers is not of
interest, is not of advantage, but of absolute self-defense.

Davis continues:

Pt Ithubumﬂiﬂthstaperfmtrixhtdsmvwoiﬁmteanbem
vaded or denied only at the risk of war, u:ul,in ternational law
is concerned, a state is in regarding the denal of such a ri
asa suﬂcwa: cause for war. The question of dﬂtarmining whether a
ular canse of offense isor isnot ent to j w is strictly internal in
character, and concerns the offended stale alone. * (Davis, pp. 2712, 273.)

When we said to Colombia ‘“ You must not attempt to reestab-

our authority over the seceding State of Panama,” it wasas
muc a declaration of war as if Congress had declared it, so far
as the laws of nations are concerned. Shehadsr!ghttoreaent
it, and if we had ever said it as to England or France or Germany
or Russia or Austria-Hungary it wounld not have been theoretical
war, but it would have b:en actual war.

Whila it is teehnically true thata violation of a perfect right is regarded

canse for war, it is true only because no other remedy is provided
til)emhﬁan by a state of a rule of international law. * * * (Davis,
P 3

%e right of declaring war is an essential atfribute of sovereignty. (Davis, .
b

Yet we said to Colombia, ““ You can not declare war against
this secading State.”

Hall lays down this doctrins:

Treaties of guaranty are agreements throngh which powers—

Mr. FATRBANKS. MayIinterrup!the Senator from Coloradc?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. (Mr. PETTUS in the chair). Does
the Senator from Colorado yield to the Senator from Indiana? |

Mr, TELLER. Ido.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. When d'd we make to Cclombia t{he state-
ment to which the Senator has just adverted?

Mr. TELLER. We made it on the 2d day of November, and
we have been making it ever since. I supposed that was one of
the things which is adm tted.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the Senator can turn to the communi-
cation in which that statement was made, I shall be obliged to

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator has not read it or heard it read
two or three times, I will read it again.
AIRBANKS. I will be glad if the Senator will do so.

I ceparture. Maintain free an
tened

| was sending soldiers

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. This is addressed to the American
ship Nashville, dated Washington, November 2. There was no
war then, no insurrection, no disorder even; but we had been noti-
fied that there was likely to be a revolution, and that meant war. I
said the other day, and I repeab. that there would have been no
war, no insurrection, nor would there have been secession, nor at-
tempted secession, if it had not been for that declaration. Doctor
Amador said the other day, if the newspapers can be relied upon,
that there would have been no secession of Panama if it had not
'get:? understood that they wounld have the support of the United

es.

AYY DEPARTMENT,
Wmﬁxnatoﬂ.. D. C., November 2, 1903.

[Translation.]
NASHVILLE, care American Consul, Coloﬂ:

Maintsin free and uninterrupted transit. If interruption threatened by
armed foree, cccupy the line of railroad. Preventlan of any armed force
with hostile mtan.t. either Government or lmm.rﬁnt. either at Colon, Porto

Bello, or other point. Send copy of instructio tha senior officer present
at Panama upon arrival of Boston. Hawe sent eopy of instructions and bave
telegraphed [Divie to proceed w:th possible dispatch from Kingston to
Colon. Government foree reporte ppmnchﬁd Isthmus in vesse

vent their landing if in your Jndgmmt precipitate a conflict. Ac-
knowledgment is required.

DARLIXG, Acting.

Just before that teh was received 400 Colombian soldiers
had been landed, and odore Hubbard reports to the Presi-
dent that he did not receive this dispatch until after they had
landed, or else they would not have been allowed to land. They
were told by the Government officials down there—and it will not
be denied by the State me&mtment—that they could not exercise
the functions of an a force there; that if they did the Gov-
ernment of the Unit=d States would interfere.

The same day the Alarblehead, one of our war vessels, was at
Acapulco, on the Mexican coast, and here is the Department’s

dlspa h.
Navy DEr.

ARTMENT,
Washington, D. C., J\‘oromber 2, 1003,
Grass, Marblehead, Acapulco:

Proceed with all 18 tch to Panama. 'I‘eleg-rsﬁh in cipher youi:

th b for unitg' mem: Prevent landing of
rea ¥ ¢o, DCCUPY o ng
Governmen

any ermed foree, either t or insurgent, with hostile intent,at an
*mthlua)mﬁuotl’amm& If doubtful as to the intention of any arm
08, OCCupPY Amliﬂlstmnglywith . If the TWyoming wonld de-
lay (‘m:mrd and Marblehead, her osition must be left to your discretion.
Government force reported app the Isthmus in vessels,

‘What government? Colombia, of course. -
Prevent their landing if in your judgment landing would precipitatea
conflict.
DaruIxe, Acting.

In God’s name, for what purpose did they suppose Colombia
there if it was not to maintain their juris-
diction over that land? Of course they knew they were coming
there and that their landing would precipitate a conflict, and the
President says, “Thereaha%l be no confiict: you shall not assert
you;rt%i]:;:tshmbyforee of arms.” Ihope the Senator is satisfled
wit i

Mr. FATRBANKS. The Senator has complied With my request.
Idonot tthe:.amaconstmcuon upon it, however, if I may in-

pt the Senator.

yxerll‘h? PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado

Mr. TELLER. Ido.

Mr, FATRBANES. I anderstand that it is directed to main-
taining free and uninterrupted transit—-

Mr. TELLER. The Senator knows——

Mr. FAIRBANEKS. The Senator addresses himself to me, and

wi]l allow me?
Mr. TELLER. Certainly; I will let you answe
Mr. FATRBANKS. Under the duty and obhgnﬂcns that were
Imnosed upon ns under the treaty of 1846,
LER. The Senator knows, and everybody else knows,
that it went beyond that.
Prevent the landing * # ¢ within 50 miles of Panama.

Your Administration was not satisfied to put your men on the
line of the railroad or to let Colombia do what she had an unques- -
tioned right to do anﬁ do it herself, as she had a duty to do, as
yon have a
hnl:fr FAIHBAhKS. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt

Mr. TELLER. I will

'Iige PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado
yield?

Mr. TELLER. Ido.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The telegram suggesting that the troops
shall not be allowed to land within 50 miles of Panama never was
known to the Colombian Government, and was never known be-
ggnd the officer who received it until the dispatch came to the

nate. Now, it seems to me, the President had discretionary
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power to adopt such precantionary measures as in his judgment
wereh necessary to preserve the peace of the transit across the
Isthmus.

Mr. TELLER., Ah, Mr. President, there is no use of making
any pretense about this. Everybody knows that it was not for
the purpose of the protection of that line of railroad. It was for
the purpose of maintaining the so-called Government of Panama.
Everything that occurred down there, every act of the Govern-
ment before and every act of the Government since, justifies me
in that assertion here, Senators may insist that the President
bad discretion. I deny that he had any discretion, and before I
get through I am going to show that he had no discretion. Sup-
pose Colombia did not kmow what that dispatch was; it did know
that it was not allowed to land troops or to use those it had
landed before the dispatch was received.

Now, Mr. President, that brings me back. It issaid that we
have the right to intervene, and yet you deny that we have inter-
vened. That is, you say we have the right to put our troops
there. Mr. President, we had not the right to put our troops
there under this treaty and under the construction we have put
upon it ourselves from time to time, unless Colombia asked us to
come there or Colombia failed to protect the transit. She did
neither. She had no opportunity to do either, You prevented
her from doing either, and by all the rules of decency, let alone
the rules of war, you are estopped now from saying that she
wonld not have done it. Why, Mr, President, there is not a tri-
bunal under God’s heaven that wounld allow that plea to be set
up after the act of the Government of the United States, when
it said: ** You shall not come within 50 miles of that railroad with
a force that may be necessary to protect the transit across the
Isthmus.”

Mr. President, I say that this ty never authorized us to
put a soldier on the Isthmus of Panama without the consent of
the Government of Colombia, and it never was understood at any
time up to 1903, and then it was so understood becaunse there was
an intention to dismember Colombia for our financial advantage.
It does not make any difference whether the President of the
United States says it was for our safety or for our interest. It
was for our interest possibly, and possibly not, but it was in
violation of the well-established rule that you could interfere only
when you had a positive right to interfere by a treaty, or else a
necessity for self-preservation. In thiscase neither of those facts
existed. Our Government hasdeclared on several occasions that
we were not required to interfere in an insurrection, and, if not
required to interfere, certainly we had no right to interfere until
there was an absolute physical necessity for such interference.
That has not existed up to this hour, and it would not have existed
if we had kept our hands off, becanse Colombia would have taken
care of that incipient, one-horse revolution without our aid.

Mr. President, on Friday I read the terms of the treaty of 1846.
I do not care to read it again, I assert here there was no obliga-
tion on us, nor did Colombia give us any right to put our men
there except with her approval and consent, or at her request.
‘We recognized that to be a proper construction of this treaty, not
onlyup to the 3d of November, but to the greaant time, even now,
when we say under the treaty it is the duty of Panama as the
guccessor of Colombia to carry out the provisions of that treaty
and maintain the integrity of travel across that route.

I stated the other day that where a timmnty was made it was
made upon the well-established rule that the guaranty was not
to be attempted until called upon by the government to which
the guaranty was given. That has been decided, Mr. President;
decided by us; decided by other countries, Mr. Hall says:

agreements through which powers en either

bymegp%iﬁgm trgtsym to maintain a givengsmte of gl?mgs or by a treaty

or provisions accessory to a Fu ga Bhaure g:ysﬁpt;latigm:a ogr ti_m latter

e Biﬁmg&:‘%ym agvarsa.ly _to such stipulations. (Hall's Iﬁi«mm—
W, P

The author here cites the case of the treaty between Franceand
Russia by which they guaranteed to each other the integrity of
their ssions and also the treaty of 1856 by which England,
Austria, and France guaranteed the integrity of the Ottoman
. Empire. Then he says:

In the two former cases (above cited) a guarantor can only intervene on
the demand of the party or, where more than one is concerned, of one of the
Erisat il e B s i e
pornts to have been y for gx’ honteﬁt. no

ven solely or at least p
advantage wtgieh may happen to accrue to th ranteeing state from the
0 e

8
ATTS to the preservation of which the guaranty is directed can
mve;:i;gfhe l)atter power with a right to enforce them independently. (Hall,

PD.

Mr. Presidentt,hwe have zgm;eé:{:tm%
there except by the request o ombia,
m%sequ:gg apj;rov;fq I think perhaps there is one case w
some marines were landed and subsequently Colombia approved
and thanked us. It issaid now by Senators that since this trouble

heretofore to intervene
her consent, or by her

Colombia has asked the Government of the United States to inter-
fere. Colombia has the right under that treaty to ask that.

‘When a nation gnarantees to another to do certain things that
nation may say to the guaranteeing nation, * Now, carry out your
guaranty.”” But under the pretense of carrying out that guar-
anty I venture to say that in the whole history of the world there
is no other case where a nation has used that guaranty as a sub-
terfuge and a cover under which to dismember an independent
government—destroy the sovereignty of that government which
it had gunaranteed to protect.

Mr. President, in this day there ought to be as much honesty
and decency among the nations of the world as at any other time
in its history, I challenge any man on this floor to find a single
case in the whole history of the world where a government has
attempted what our Government attempted in this case, and you
can not escape it, Senators, by saying that it was to police this
line of railroad. If youdo not know better, the world knows bet-
ter, and to-day in Europe the best papers of Europe are criticis-
ing us and declaring that it was an act contrary to international
law and contrary to the very words of our treaty.

Mr, President, I have referred o Mr. Moorfield Storey’s arti-
cle. I havelooked these matters u%‘gnd I am going to read a few
things in it. I called attention on Friday to the fact that if any
disagreement arose between that power and us by the very stipu-
lation of that treaty we were not to go to war. e did not wait
to see whether Colombia was Wﬂlmi and able to discharge her
duties or not, which we had done heretofore, but we promptly
seized that land, and we seized it as much in law as if we
landed 50,000 soldiers there to combat the Colombian soldiers
when they came.

Two Attorneys-General, both Bate and Speed, declare that we
were under no obligation to police that line of railroad. Now,
here is what Mr. Seward said. This was written November 9,
1865. It is to our minister at Bogota:

DEPARTMENT OF STATE,

Washington, November 9, 1865,
To ALLAN A. Burtor, Esq., ete., Bogota.
£1r: The question which has recently arisen under the thirty-fifth article
of the treaty with New Granada, as to the obligation of this Government to
oomplty with a requisition of the President of the United States of Colombia
for a force to protect the Isthmus of Panama from invasion by a body of in-
surgents of that country has been submitted to the consideration of the
rney-General. His opinion is that neither the text nor the spirit of the
stipulation in that article, by which the United States engages to %‘r:sern
the neutrality of the Isthmus of Panama, imposes an obligation on this Gov-
ernment to comply with a requisition like that referred to. The purpose of
the stipulation was to guarantee the Isthmus against seizure or invasion by a
foreign power only.

I know that has been questioned, and I have heard it said that
%robably we were under obligations even in a case of civil war.
ut, Mr. President, if we were, if Colombia had put us in that
position, then Colombia had surrendered a part of her sovereignty,
The rule everywhere in the construction of treaties is laid ggwn

that that is one of the things that shall never be presumed, and
unless the treaty is so specifically exact that no other conclusion
can be made, it will not be held that the Government intended to

surrender full control, or to concede to any other power any right
of sovereignty within its jurisdiction:

It could not have been contemplated that we were to become a party to
any civil war in that country by defending the Isthmus against another party.
As it may be presumed, however, that our object in entering into such a
stipulation was to secure the freedom of transit across the Is us, if
freedom should be endangered or obstructed, the employment of force on
our part topreventthis would be a question of grave ax'peﬁ:ucy to be deter-

mined by circumstances. The Department is not aware that there is yet
occasion for a decision upon this point.

Your dispatches to No. —, inclusive, have been received.
I am, sir, ete.,
WiLLrAM H. SEWARD.

Mr. President, we made a treaty. I canread it from Moorfield
Storey's little work easier that I can hunt up the treaty in several
books that are here, but I have the treaty here before me.

In 1857 we made another treaty with Colombia, or with New
Granada rather. There had been some trouble, and Colombia,
New Granada, or whatever you may call it (it is the same thing,
because the treaty is recognized as going with the tem'itortze)d
complained that we had done some damage we were nof enti
to do down there—that we had caused some trouble—and the mat-
ter was finally settled by a treaty.

Mr. CARMACE. What was the claim?

Mr. TELLER, They claimed of us and we claimed of them.
In 1857 we made a new treaty. That is not in this Jast compilation
of treaties. I had to send and get the treaty. Itis an old treaty.

The first article of this treaty—

Mr. Storey says—

uses this language:
“All claims on the partof * ® * citizens of the United Etates upon the
Government of New A g

Granada, am esﬁcinl] those for d
here | which were caused by the riot at Panama on the t.hofy.& il iﬁ&rnm

the said Government of New Granada acknowledges its liability arising out

of tz anﬂege and obligation to preserve peace and order along the transis
route.
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There is a plain declaration, eleven years after the making of the
other treaty, that that was the obligation on New Granada and
not on us, and to this hour we are under no obligation until at
least Colombia fails and asks us to do what she confesses she can
not do. Then, as Secretary Seward says, it becomes a question
to be determined by the circumstances whether we onght to inter-
vene there even by request. April 30, 1866, Secretary Seward
wrote onr minister at Bogota as follows:

The United States desire nothing else, nothing better, and nothing more
in regard to the State of Colombia than the enjoyment on their part of com-
plete and absolute sovereignty and independence.

He did not think that she had surrendered any of her inde-

pendence,
1f those t interests shall ever be assailed by any power at home or
abroad, the United States will be ready, cooperating with the Government

and their ally, to maintain and defend them.
Secretary Fish said, October 27, 1873:

This engagement, however, has never been acknowledged to embrace the
duty of protecting the road across it from the violence of local factions.
Although such protection was of late efficiently given by the force under
the command of Admiral Almy, it a to have been granted with the
consent and at the instance of the I authorities. It is, however, regarded
as the undoubted dut% of the Colombian Government to protect the road
against attacks from local insurgents. The discharge of this duty will be
insisted upon.

Secretary Bayard said:

On several occasions the Governmentof the United States, at the instance,
and always with the assent, of Colombia, has, in times of civil tumult, sent its
armed forces to the Isthmus of Panama to preserve American citizens and
property along the transit from injuries which the Government of Colombia
might at the time be unable to prevent. But,in tak‘iu%snch steps, this Goy-
ernment has always recogn the sovereignty and obligation of Colombia
in the premises, and has never acknowledged, but,on the contrary, has éx-
.prei:‘.‘iy disclaimed, the duty of protecting the transit against domestic dis-
turbance.

" Mr. President, who knew best, Cass, Fish, Bayard, or Hav? I
prefer to take either one against the opinion of the Igesent Secre-

tary of State. President Cleveland said, in 1885, in his December
message:
Emergencies growing out of civil war in thé United States of Colombia de-

manded of the Government at the beginning of this Administration the em-

ployment of armed foree to fulfill its guaranties under the thirty-fifth article

of the treaty of 1846 in order to keep the transit open across the Isthmus of

Panama. Desirous of e:ercisin$ only the powers expressly reserved to us by

the treaty, and mindful of the rights of Colombia, the forces sent to the Isth-

mus were cted to confine their action to * positively and efficacionsly
pm\'enrinﬁ‘the transit and its accessories from being * interrupted or embar-
rassed.” The execution of this delicate and responsible task necessarily in-
volved police control where the local authority was temporarily powerless,
but always in aid of the sovereignty of Colombia. The prompt and success-
ful fulfillment of its duty by this Government was highly appreciated by the

Government of Colombia and has been followed by expressions of its satis-

faction, The restoration of peace on the Isthmus by the reestablishment of

the constituted Government there peing accomplished, the forces of the

Uttited States were withdrawn.

They were, of course, our marines who went there, but always
in aid of the sovereignty of Colombia.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Butnotat the request of Colombia.

Mr. TELLER. Not always.
lallllr. PLATT of Connecticut.

nd.

Mr. TELLER. He does not say it was. Colombia was unable
to do it herself, and I suppose she so declared to us. But note the
" instructions the President gave to our officers.

Mr. President, of the long list of interferences which the Presi-

_dent puts in his message almost every case, perhaps, except one or
two was at the request of Colombia. They were always with her
approbation, and never with her dissent.

1 conld multiply anthorities on this subject, but I want to come
to a close as soon as I can. I shall reserve the right, if this debate
lasts, at some day, when I see fit to do so, to add something further
to this discussion, and I shall not consider myself precluded from
the right 11310 do so because I conclude the speech I am now mak-
ing to-night.

_ e, President, I want to say a few words on the doctrine which
the President lays down in his message, which is not new to the
rest of the world, but which is absolutely new to us. It is that
in the interest of ‘‘ collective civilization ** he may do what he has

.done. He did not rely upon the treaty; he knew very well that
he could not rely upon the treaty; he knew very well that the
treaty did not givehim that right, althongh he made a declaration
in his message to that effect, from which I dissent. In his an-
nual message to usin December—not the one concerning Panama—

- where the President enters into a defense of his conduct, he says:

+ The treaty vested in the United States asnhsh.ntia.lﬂpropertyri 'ht carved

_ont of the rights of sovereignty and property which New Gra then had
and possessed over the said territory. i

Mr. President, there is not the slightest foundation on the face
of the earth for that claim, and no other man in the United States,
I will yenture to say, has ever made it. In the long years which
have elapsed since that treaty was made and in the conflicts which

XXXVII—353

Not then; under President Cleve-

have arisen no man has claimed, nor could he claim, and no man
had the right to claim, that we had any property right in that
line of transit or any right of sovereignty. It wasnever proposed
that we should have any interest in the canal at the time of mak-
ing the treaty. It was proposed then that Colombia should be
given the privilege of ting concessions to anybody that she
saw fit, All we demanded of Colombia was that she should main-
tain neutrality and give us the right of transit, and if she could
not maintain it, then we would join herin maintaining it. Every
treaty, as I said the other day, which Colombia has ever made
with any nation, or any concession that she has ever granted,
properly speaking—for they were not freaties—provided for the
neutrality of that canal, so that the whole world might be bene-
fited, and not merely the buildersthereof. She alwaysrecognized
our right of transit.

Mr. MORGAN. May I make a statement to the Senator from
Colorado on that point? I do not know whether it has escaped the
Senator or not.

Mr, TELLER. Ishall be very glad to have the Senator do so.

Mr. MORGAN. President Johnson, in the last year of his Ad-
ministration, sent Caleb Cushing to Colombia to negotiate a treaty
for canal privileges through that country. A treaty was nego-
tiated; anR it was about as liberal a treaty as wé ever could have
expected or as any other conntry has ever received. The treaty
was sent to the Senate of the United States and kept under dis-
cussion for pretty nearly a year, when it was rejected because it
was inadequate.

Inthenext year President Grant sent General Hurlburt to Colom-
bia to negotiate another treaty. He negotiated one alittle broader
in its terms than the one which Mr. Cushing had negotiated.
That treaty was brought back to the Senate of the United States,
and was in like manner disposedof. I cannot say that it was re-
jected, but, at any rate, it was not ratified.

So that, on two occasions since 1846, the Government of the
United States has distinctly admitted that it had no treaty rights
for a canal by having two treaties negotiated by two of its most
prominent men, which were brought here and rejected by the
Senate because they were inadequate. That, I think, dispozes of
the proposition that there was anything in the treaty of 1846
which gave us canal rights.

Mr, TELLER. In addition fo that, Mr, President, we have re-
cently had a declaration by the executive department of the Gov-
ernment and by this Senate that we had no such rights there.
For what were we treating with Colombia? What did we have &
controversy over the treaty for here if we had already a treaty
which had given us the right of sovereignty or right in land in
Colombia? Remember, Mr. President, nobody ever heard of that
until the President of the United States put it in his message.
Neither does anybody here believe that to be a fact.

Myr. CARMACK. Mr, President, with the permission of the
Senator, I will ask him if we did not expressly recognize the right
of Colombia to reject that treaty when we inserted a provision in
the law directing the President to go elsewhere if Colombia did
not grant us the right to build the canal at Panama?

Mr, TELLER. Of course we did. More than that, Mr, Presi-
dent, does anybody here pretend because Colombia sent a minis-
ter here, who made a treaty with us, that there was any moral or
legal obligation npon Colombia to accept that treaty? Certainly
not, if she is a sovereign state.

What would we have said, Mr. President, if Great Britain had
comlﬂained when we rejected the fisheries treaty here? What
wonld we have said if she had complained when we rejected the
first treaty which came here concerning the canal? hy, Mr.
President, there never was anything more preposterous than the
declaration that Colombia failed to do what justice required her
to do. Who was to determine that? The constitution of Colom-
bia leaves that to the two houses of her Congress, and when one
of them had determined that it would not ratify the treaty that
was the end of it. The complaint is that the administration of
Colombia, the executive, did not brin%lpresaure to bear, as it was
brought here, to pass the treaty. Should he have said to the
Colombian Congress, ‘‘ Unless you vote for that treaty there will
be withheld from you executive favors?’” That is apparently
what this Administration thinks ywas the duty of the administra-
tion in Colombia. 2

Mr. President, it may be that the time will come when on the

uestion sabmitted by the Constitution to the legislative body of
lombia or to this body, acting conjointly with the President in
making treaties, there will be a just cause of complaint if every
treaty which comes here shall not be ratified; but it will be a new
doctrine.

Colombia had the right to reject that treaty. e were noti-
fied early last spring that she was going to refuse to ratify that
treaty; and she refused to ratify it upon the ground that by rati-
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gi.ng it she would surrender her sovereignty, which she had not
e right to do under her constitution. _

Mr. President, I heard something said here one day, and I saw
it repeated in the newspapers, to the effect that those who O]ipose
the action of the Administration toward Colombia were holding
a brief for that country. Mr. President, I am here, not ho;%if%
any brief for Colombia, but I am here to say that Colombia
within her constitutional rights in that matter, and it is a gross
violation of the decencies of intercourse between nations of the
world to complain when she has acted as she has done. We
would not submit to erificism from Great Britain, or from
France, or from the combined powers of the world when we had
refused to ratify a treaty.

A member of this Administration, one of the Assistant Secre-
taries of State, went over to New York recently and attended a
banquet. I do nof know the gentleman, and I confess I am not
anxiouns to make his acquaintance after reading what he there
Ba‘lg In the course of his speech at that banquet Mr. i
said:

If the revolution in Panama had pet occurred; if the American le,
guided by the opinions of its most learned, efficient, and highl en-
gineers, continued to think the Nicarages route an impracticable one; if the
pe(mle and Congress of this country had insisted that we wait for a year, or
un sg;l:tt;:%%c as the politicians at Bogots were ready to negotiate a new

He then goes on to say that the rejection of this treaty was an
unfriendly act.

Mr. President, the terzn ““unfriendly act’ has a meaning in
international law. It means that it is anactof war. Whatright
had this official of the Government to stand up before the world
and complain of a nation with which up to this time we aresup-
posed to%e in friendly relations, or at least they had given us no
cause of grievance of which, according to international law, we
had aright to complain. Has it come to this, that when a great
nation like ours shall submit a treaty toa weak nation, that nation
must ratify it or take the consequences of our disapproval?

It is said that Colombia was warned. The President tellsusthat
Colombia was warned; the Secretary of State tells us that Co-
lombia was warned. Mr. President, will some Senator tell me,
ander international law, what right we had to interfere for a
moment with the consideration by Colombia of that treaty? To
do s0 would have been a gross breach of privilege. It isan ab-
solute violation of the ethics and decencies on the part of one
government to interfere with the local affairs of another gov-

ernment.

They were told that if they did not ratify this treaty, something
would be done which the friendsof Colombia might regret. Mr.
President, the Colombians, thank God, stood up and said: “ We
will not act under that threat although made by the greatest
power in the world.”

Mr, President, such action on our part was indefensible, and I
do not believe anybody here will ever venture to defend it, If
. anyone should attempt to do so, he could not make any defense
in morals or in law which the world would recognize as a proper
defense of such a transgression of law and the decencies of the
public relations between one nation and another.

The President of the United States, as I read from hism ;
claims that we have a substantial property right carved outof the
rights of sovereignty, etc. Everyact of ours since 1846 has shown
that thatis notacorrect statement. Not only have we negotiated
with Colombia for rights which we wounld not have negotiated for
if we had already had them in a treaty, but we have negotiated with
Nicaragua, and we have passed through this Senate three times
bills for the building of a canal, not over the Panama route, but
over the Nicaragua route.

If Colombia had any obligation to give us the route, we had an
obligation to take it. ' If so, every time wenegotiated for any other
route or passed a bill providing for a survey of a different route
it was a violation of that treaty. But it is not a fact that Colom-
bia had agreed to allow us to build the canal. She had reserved
for herself the sovereignty over it; she had treated with one cor-
poration and another from time to time; and from the time that
freaty was made up to the time the French concession was

ted, and from that time on, we were in no condition to claim

rom Colombia any rights there, and we never did, because we

kn&w wgﬁd mpoe«adt havet&%;}l bia had ceded eith

we sup ombia either sovereignty
or title to this right of way, that would have kept other peoglg
. from going there, and we were very unfair, at least, to Colombi
when we proceeded with the negotiations for the Nicaragua
route if we had obligated her to keep that route for us.

I have here a list of the concessions made by Colombia, I have
a list of the concessidns made by Nicaragna, and I have here a
list of the bills that have been introduced here for the last twenty

rs, but I will not read them. Mr. President, until the Senator
m Wisconsin [Mr. SPoONER] put in his amendment there has

not been a bill since I have been in this Senate—and that has '

been more than a quarter of a century—looking to the building
of a canal at Panama.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Af Panama?

Mr. TELLER. At Panama. No such b}ﬁropodtion has been
made here. Bill after bill and bill after bill has come into this
Senate and into the House of Representatives and been reported
in favor of the Nicaragunan route, but never in favor of the Pan-
ama route. We stood by and we saw the ch company take

ion of the Panama route and spend millions and millions of

ollars, and then, when the French company had failed, we

turned toward it, as we rightly might have done, and concluded
that if we built a canal we would build it there.

Mr, President, I voted for the Panama Canal. I donot pretend
to be an anthority on canal matters, though I have e gome
investigations in that line which I had thought enabled me to be
somewhat of a judge of such things. I have never believed,asan
engineering question, that either the Panama or the Nicaragua
route as now could be made successful, or that any plan
the engineers have prhogosed could be made successful, except the
De Lesseps plan of a tide-water canal. And that is doubtful, cer-
tainly, unless great precaution is taken as to floods.

I said the other day, and I repeat it now, that the consensus of
opinion among the best and greatest engineers of the world has
been in favor of the Nicaragua route, and even De Lesseps wasin
favor of that route unless it was proposed to make a sea-level
canal. He declared that if it was to be a lock canal, Nicaragua
was the best ronte. I do not know of any respectable authority
in the last twenty-five years that has not so declared.

I voted to build the canal at Panama because, in my judgment,
no canal built with locks will ever be worth a hun glpartof
what it would cost to build it. I voted for it, feeling that if we
should some day find, when we had expended three or four hun-
dred million do on it, that we had thrown away our money,
we might then go to work and cut it down to the sea level and
make if a tide-water canal; and to-day, if 1 had to determine the
%uasl:lon whether the canal should be built across the Isthmus of

anama with locks in it, or whether it should be built across the
Nicaragua route, I would take the Nicaragua route; but if it was
left to me to determine what kind of canal should be built, I
would say build a tide-water canal. It may cost six hundred or
eight hundred million dollars, and probably it will, but when you
have got it built it would be worth something, at least, to the
steamships that traverse the sea if it wounld not be for the sailing

shi

: (%ﬁxmodom Manry, who was a great authority on waves and
tides and winds, declared that if a convulsion of nature should
split that country and make a strait from sea to sea as wide and
as deep as the Straits of Dover, no sailing vessel would come ffom
Asiatic regions throngh it because of the calmson this side. The
exact words of Commodore Maury are:

These remarks apply to the approach and departure by sea to or from the
Pacific terminus of any route across the Isthmus of Pa:l:];yma or Darien, ::Pd
even with greater force to the Atrato and otherson the South Americanside
of Panama. In short, the 3 of my investigations into the winds and
currents of the sea, and their inﬂnmon the routes of commerce, author-
ize the %}Jininrn which I have exp before, and which I here repeat,
namely, if nature by one of her convulsions ghould rend the continent of
Amer]{mtntwnin. and make a channel across the Panama or Darien as deep
and as wide and as free as the Straits of Dover, it wonld never become a com- *

th for sailing vessels, saving the outward bound and those
that conld it with leading winds. Steamers would and coasters might
use it, but homeward-bound vessels in the China, India, or Australian trade

Pim,an Englishman, who was not only an engineer but a sailor,
wrote in 1866 an article that appeared in Van Nostrand's Engi-
neering Magazine of that day,in which he declared that no canal
cut through there would ever receive any considerable business by
mlmt% ghips coming this way. He detailed his experience, and
said that ships had somefimes three or four months becalmed
in those regions and unable to get out. Ihad the letter of Com-
modore M'anry%ut in the shape of a document, which any Senator
can examine if he sees fit,

_That brings me to this question: Is there such a pressing neces-
sity upon us to build the canal at Panama? Why shonld we do
so? The President of the United States says it is Panama or noth-
ing. Why? Simply because he said he wonld not go to the Nica-
ragna route; that he believes the Panama route is best, and
therefore he is going to foreclose this whole question by making a
treaty with Panama.

I will venture a prediction here. The Commission which we
sent out came back here with a report in fayor of the Nicaragua
route on the simple ground of economy. I can produce, T will
venture to say here, a dozen reports from distinguished engineers
sent out from this country, some by our own Government, to the
effect that the Panama route will cost 50 per cent more to build
on the same line with locks than it will cost to bunild the eanal at
mem The Commission of 1876, with General Humphrey at
its head, so reported. Other commissions and other engineers
have so reported: and, I repeat, it is the consensus of opinion of
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the engineers of the world that the Nicaragua is the proper route
unless it is intended to have a sea-level canal. If the proposition
of building a lock canal, whichever route is chosen, been sub-
mitted to the engineers assembled in Paris in 1879, they would
have selected the Nicaragua route and not that of Panama.
said the other day that I thought one Englishman and one Amer-
ican were of a different opinion. On looking the matter up, how-
ever, I find that the American who was there was a scientist an
not an engineer and that every Englishman attending that con-
vention votedin favor of the Ni route, and two committees
appointed by that convention declared in favor of the Nicaragua
rou

te.

Mr. MORGAN., Will the Senator allow me to make a state-
ment just there?

Mr. TELLER. Certainly.

Mr. MORGAN. De Lesseps, before he went to Panama at all,
after he completed the Suez Canal went to Nicaragua when the
Congress was in session and made a proposition to pay them a
large sum of money for a concession through the Ni route,
by way of the San Juan River and Lake Nic 5 @ house
voted it. All the members of the senate voted it but one. The
President thererupon had a conference with him and with other
members of the senate. He said to them: *‘ France is invading
Mexico. We do not dare to %J]ﬁ ourgelves in her power. The
United States is our friend. en this canal is built, we want
the United States to build it.”” Thereupon the Co refused
to vote Mr. De Lesseps the concession, and if was after that that
he went to Panama.

Mr. TELLER. I wasaware of that fact; and I know, too, that
he expressed his preference for the Nicaragua route, but said
can not build a tide-water canal there, and we can build a tide-
water canal for a sum so insignificant that it does not seem pos-
sible that that great engineer ever believed that it conld be done.
Their proposition was to build the canal for about one hundred
and thirty-five or one hundred and forty million dol'ars. They
spent more than that on it, and we propose to pay $40,000,000 to
tgg French company and $10,000,000 to the Government of Pan-
ama, which maﬁes $50,000,000, and brings the cost of the canal
to a little over $200,000,000; and it can not be built for that money
by many million dollars,

I saw in the public press the other day that it was half built.
There is not 25 per cent of it built. It is true, they say, that
86,000,000 cubic yards have been excavated at the great Culebra
cut, and there are 43,000,000 more cubic yards to be taken out;
but there is the great dam fo be built; there are the different
locks that are to be built; there are innumerable things to be
done; so that when this canal has been built, if you escape with
less than three hundred or four hundred million dollars for the
building of it, you will do remarkably well, in my judgment.

Mr.DANIEL. Mr. President, mayI ask the Senatora question?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo-
rado yield to the Senator from Virginia?

Mr. TELLER. Certainly.

Mr, DANIEL, Is it true thatno American engineers have ever
sgurveyed the Panama route?

Mr. TELLER. I do not think that is quite correct. There
have been some engineers down there who made a survey, but no
American engineer has ever made a calculation, so far as I know,
as to the cost of building a canal at Panama. .

Mr. MORGAN. The Lull survey was made by Mr. Menocal,
as the chief engineer of the party. That survey was made
through Panama, and then through Nicaragna. It was a com-
parative survey.

Mr, TELLEE. And they held—

Mr, MORGAN. They reported against Panama and in favor
of Nicaragua.

Mr. TELLER. They reported it would cost 50 per cent more to
build at Panama than it would at Nicaragua.

Mr. MORGAN. Yes.

Mr. DANIEL, That is the only survey?

Mr, TELLER. Ithinktherehavebeenone ortwoothersurveys.
My attention has been called to this and many other things,
cause I happened to believe that the canal could not be built for
the money which they estimated it would require; and I have
complained that no engineer, however astute he might be and
however well versed in the intricacies of his profession, could de-
termine by the surveys made up to the time the Walker Commis-
sion went out exactly what the canal would cost, and that they
were practically guesses as to what was to be done. Iso feel now.
I do not believe that the Walker Commission, when they passed
upon the question, had the knowledge or the information or that
they had made the surveys which entitled their judgment to the
slightest consideration on the part of the engineers of the world.
They took the statements of the French engineers, and they made
a hasty report, when they found attention was being directed to

the Panama route and in favor of it, Blrgvided the French people

wonld take a reasonable sum, which they said was §40,000,000,
Mr. President, I am going to conclude, not because I have ex-

hausted the subject, not because I have not plenty of material

I | here for a more extensive speech, but because I do not want to

abuse the patience of the Senate. If I have given some attention
to this subject, I have not given it in the interest of the canal. I

d | donot mean myself to obstruct the canal in the slightest measure

I believe the American peogle want to build a canal,

or degree.
I believe if they do they are entitled to build it, and if they want
1lars to build a

to spend four or five or six hundred million do
canal the¥ are able to do it if any people in the world are.

I am told that since 1898 we have spent in our efforts to civilize
the people of the Philippine Islands and o maintain peace and
orderand fit them for a government not less than $800,000,000, If
we can d mpon such a project $800,000,000, we can spend a
tho millions to complete a canal that shall give intercourse
by the ships of the sea across this continent from the great Pacific
to the great Atlantic Ocean. I do not believe there will come to
us so great a benefit as the advocates of it believe, but I will give
no encouragement to debate or to interference with that work, I
only desire that when we build the canal we shall be able to stand
before the world and say, * Here is a great enterprise; no other
people could have done it without distress, We give it to the
commerce and civilization of mankind, and we give it to them
with clean hands.”

I am more anxious, Mr. President, that the Government of the
United States shonld go before the world as an honest, law-abid-
ing, justice-loving nation than I am that it should glory in the

eatest work of human hands. It will not do to say it is in the
interest of civilization, and thus acquit ourselves of a violation of
international law. You have no right to take Colombia’s land in
the interest of civilization. That, repeating what I said Friday,
is the robber’s claim. It is the doctrine that might makes right.
‘We want it, and therefore we take it.

In my early days I remember when three ministers of ours
went to a place in Belgium, and when they got together they
said the great interest of the American people would be promoted
and their safety promoted as well as their interest by the annexa-
tion of Cuba to the United States. They said, * We will offer
Spain a great price, $120,000,000. If Spain does not take it, we
will take the island. The Government of the United States will
be justified in seizing it.”” Mr. President, that declaration was a
shock to the moral sense of the world. It was one of the things
which I can remember distinctly, and I have not forgotten that
when the Republican party, in its infancy, assembled at its first
national convention, it denounced it as a robber plea.

Mr. CARMACK. Secretary Hay once did the same thing in
his Life of Lincoln. -

Mr, TELLER. A Senator before me says that Secretary Hay
once did the same thing. Weall did it. It wasnot a partisan
question. The whole American people rose up against the mani-
festo, The conscience of the world was against it, and this doe-
trine of collective civilization is a repetition of that manifesto
then, just as a national necessity now is said to be in the interest
of collective civilization.

I ask permission to insert in my remarks that portion of the

mblican platform to which I have referred.
e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection
to the request of the Senator from Colorado.

The plank from the Republican platform of 1856 is as follows:

The highwayman’s plea that * might makes right " embodied in the Ostend

circular was in every respect unworthy of American diplomacy, and would
bx'lusmahme and éﬁmﬁr upon any government or people that gave it their
sa n.

Mr. TELLER, Mr. President, it has been the cry of every ty-
rant who ever lived that his tyranny was for the good of man-
kind. When the Holy Alliance met, they made a proposition to
the world belying the very purpose for which they had met, be-
lying their intentions, and yet it reads like a leaf out of Holy
Writ. Nobody could have complained if they had done what
they said they were going to do and if their organization was to
carry out the lovely principles which themofessed.

Mr. President, I have taken pains to bring it here and I am
going to read it. They called the Holy Trinity to witness their
sincerity and their honesty. See what they were going to do.

They bound themselves, appealing, as I said, to the Holy
Trinity for the rectitude of their purpose—
to exercise their power according to the principles of relj Jjustice, and
humanity; fo afford one another on all oceasions aid and help; to treat their
subjects and soldiers with paternal feeling, and to regard their le as
members of a great Christian family, whose guidance was intrusted to th
by God. (Woolsey, p.51.)

Mr. President, with that lie upon their lips, they knew they had
organized that alliance to put the fetters upon mankind, not only
physically, but mentally, and for a time they threatened the lib-
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erty of mankind, and I do not b:lieve I exaggerate whea I say
that but for the influence of this American Government they
would have put the fetters upon men all over th2 world and kept
them there until this day.

Mr. President, in 1792 Austria and France were at war, and
Prussia, a nation with no complaint against France for any act
that it had done to Prussia, entered into the war, and the King of
‘Prussia issued to the world a statement why he had done so. He
felt compelled to do so because the civilized mankind felt that it
was an interference which he was not justified in making under the
laws of nations. So he told the world why he did it; why Aus-
tria and he were contending against France, which was then try-
ing to establish a free government, recognizing the rights of man,
He said:

The propagation of principles subversive of social order, which had thrown
France intoa state of confusion, and the enconragementand even official pub-
lieation of writings the most offensive azainst the sacred persons and lawful
authority of sovereigns. To suppress anarchy in France; to reestablish for
this purpoee a lawiul power on the essential basis of a monarchical form,and
by tliese means to secure other governments against the eriminal and incen-

diary efforts of madmen. Such the King declared to be the great objects of
himself and his ally. (Woolsey, International Law, pp. 48-50.)

Mr, President, if you open the door, that the absolutism of man-
kind shall not be resirained by international law and every nation
may determine for itself what is the interest of * collective civili-
zation,” you will take a great step toward returning the world to
the condition from which we brought it by our efforts to estab-
lish liberty on thiscontinent. Itisnolittle thing when the Presi-
dent of the United States tells you that in the interest of collec-
tive civilization he can transcend the well-established rules of law.
He may keep himself comparatively within the rules of decency
and justice, but will all the rest of the world do so? Do yon not
believe that if the great Russian auntocrat shall be succeeded by a
man like some of his predecessors he will use this precedent to
justify his march across Asia, the dismemberment of Japan, the
destruction of government in China and Korea? And where will
he bring it up? Where will he stop? And he will vindicate his
conduct by the precedent we have made in the case of Colombia
and Panama?

Mr. President, we have made a precedent, and I want to enter
my protest here against this precedent. I want to enter it not
because I am not a Republican. I want to enter it because I am
a Republican, I want o enter it because I am a Democrat, be-
causa I am an American citizen,and a believer in American Gov-
ernment and in the principles of its founders. I want toentermy
protest and I want the Senate to enter its protest in the interest
of mankind, in the interest of all the race, and if we fail to do so
we will fail to come nup to the high standard which we have set
for &nrselvea and which we have heretofore maintained in the
world.

National morality is as essential asindividual morality; national
justice as individual justice; national righteousness as individual
righteousness, and, in my judgment, a nation can no more tran-
scend the great laws of God and man with impunity than can
individuals. There will come condign punishment, although it
may be generations before it is felt. Step by step violations of
constitutional law, of international law, lead you farther and far-
ther away from the great principles upon which the Government
was founded and which can be maintained only by strict adherence
thereto.

Mr. President, Isaid when I opened this discussion on my part
that it is a great question, the treatment of which may change
the whole complexion of the face of the world. For one hundred
and twenty-five years we have stood asa beacon light. 'We brought
to suffering Europe relief. We destroyed the doctrine of the di-
vine right of kings by encouraging the revolution in France; and
thongh it was attended with horrors that make the blood run cold,
out of it came a liberty and respect for men’s rights never be-
fore known in the world, and the world was benefited by it.

Of conrse the whole history of the world shows that the human
race has never attained any exaltation which hasnot come by sac-
rifice, and it has reached a point now where the whole world
looks tous asan exemplar. Heretofore we may say, as the present
Secretary of State once said before he was so intently imbued
with the doctrine of collective civilization: ** We operate our Gov-
ernment npon the Monroe doctrine and the Golden Rule.”” How
much of the Golden Rule, how much of the Monrce doctrine is
there in this intervention? And then I hear the answer to it all
is: ““Oh! we want a canal.”” Great God! If the canal was given
to us and was a hundred times more valuable than it will be, we
could not afford to take it at the sacrifice of American honor,
American justice, and American righteousness.

Mr, QUARLES. Mr. President, I desire to address the Senate
briefly upon this subject.

Mr. LOM. Mr. President—

Mr. QUARLES. However, I understand the desire is for an
executive session at this time. So with the permission of the

Senate I will proceed to-morrow, and will now yield to the Sena-
tor from Illinois.

EXECUTIVE SESSICN.

Mr, CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid-
eration of executive business.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con-
sideration of executive business. After one hour and twenty-two
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and
(at 5 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-
morrow, Tuesday, January 19, 1904, at 12 o'clock meridian.

NOMINATIONS.
Executive nominalions received by the Senate January 18, 1904.
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS,

William H. Jordan, of Massachusetts, to be collector of cus-
toms for the district of Gloucester, in the State of Massachusstts,
(Reappointment.)

SURVEYOR-GENERAL,
Eli 8. Warner, of Minnesota, to be surveyor-general of Minne-
sota, histerm having expired January 17,1904. (Reappointment.)
DISTRICT ATTORKNEY,

William H. Armbrecht, of Alabama, to be United States attorney
for the southern district of Alabama, vice Morris D. Wickersham,
deceased.

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE.

W. H. Brown, of Grand Forks, N. Dak., to be register of the
land office at Grand Forks, N, Dak., vice George B. Winship,
resigned. ;
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS.

Albert A. Roberts, of Heppner, Oreg., to be receiver of public
moneys at La Grande, Oreg., vice Asa B. Thomson, removed,

PROMOTION IN REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE.

Second Lieut. William E, W. Hall to be a first lieutenant in
the Reveue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed How-
ard M. Broadbznt, promoted.

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY.

Commander John A. Rodgers to be a captain in the Navy from
the 2'3t.h day of December, 1903, vice Capt. Charles T. Forse,
retired.

P. A. Paymaster George R. Venable to be a paymaster in the
Navy from the 3d day of March, 1903, to fill a vacancy created by
the act of Congress approved March 3, 1903.

Asst, Paymaster Ervin A, McMillan to be a passed assistant
%aymaster in the Navy from the 20th day of October, 1903, vice

. A. Paymaster Walter T. Camp, promoted,

Asst, Paymaster Eugene H. Tricou to be a passed assistant pay-
master in the Navy from the 4th day of November, 1503, vice P. A,
Paymaster Ray Spear, promoted. '

PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE CORPS.

Lient. Col. Allan C. Kelton to be a colonel in the Marine Corpa
from Ehe 27th day of December, 1903, vice Col. Robert L. Meade,
retired.

Maj. Randolph Dickins to be a lieutenant-colonel in the Marine
Corps from the 27th day of December, 1903, vice Lieut. Col.
Allan C. Kelton, promoted.

Capt. Charles G. Long to be a major in the Marine Corps from
the 18th day of June, 1903, vice Maj. Henry C. Haines, promoted.

First Lieut. Julius 8. Turrill to be a captain in the Marine
Corps from the 18th day of June, 1903, vice Capt. Charles G.
Long, promoted.

POSTMASTERS,
ALABAMA,

Charles Valentine to be postmaster at Clayton, in the county of
Barbour and State of Alabama. Office became Presidential Octo-
ber 1, 1803.

ARKANEAS.

Lulu V. Cox to be postmaster at Fordyce, in the county of Dal-
las and State of Arkansas, in place of John P, Cox, deceased.

John Edwards to be postmaster at Gurdon, in the county of
Clark ;md State of Arkansas. Office became Presidential January
1, 1904,

Adolphus G. Leming to be postmaster at Waldron, in the county
of Scottand State of Arkansas. Office became Presidential Janu-~
ary 1, 1904.

CALIFORNIA.

Martin C. Beem to be postmaster at Fort Jones, in the county
of Siskiyon and State of California. Office became Presidential
January 1, 1804,

E. T. Eetcham to be postmaster at Santa Maria, in the county
of Sn.netg Barbara and State of California, in place of John Adams,
resigned.
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John W. Wood to be postmaster at Pasadena, in the county of
Los Angeles and State of California, in place of John W, Wood.
Incumbent’s commission expired January 17, 1904,

CONNECTICUT.

James E. Ballard to be postmaster at Darien, in the county of
Fairfield and State of Connecticut. Office became Presidential
January 1, 1904,

Merton S. Buckland to be postmaster at West Hartford, in the
county of Hartford and State of Connecticut, Office became
Presidential January 1, 1904,

Sanford E. Chaffee to be postmaster at Derby, in the county of
New Haven and State of Connecticut, in place of Sanford E. Chaf-
fee. Incumbent’s commission expires January 18, 1904,

Harry W. Crane to be postmaster at Wethersfield, in the county
of Hartford and State of Connecticut. Office became Presiden-
tial January 1, 1904, '

ILLINOIS,

Edward W. Hilker to be postmaster at Madison, in the county
of Madison and State of Illinois, Office became Presidential Jan-

nary 1, 1902,

Frederick H. Richardson to be aster at Tampico, in the
county of Whiteside and State of Illinois. Office became Presi-
dential January 1, 1904,

Benjamin F. Shaw to be postmaster at Dixon, in the county of
Lee and State of Illinois, in place of Benjamin F. Shaw. Incum-
bent’'s commission expires January 29, 1904,

INDIANA.

Frank M. Pickerl to be postmaster at Argos, in the county of
Marshall and State of Indiana, in place of Frank M. Pickerl. In-
cumbent’s commission expired January 17, 1904,

INDIAN TERRITORY.

Hubbard Ross to be postmaster at Fort Gibson, in the Cherokee

Nation, Ind. T. Office became Presidential January 1, 1904.
I0WA.

Thomas J. Ochiltree to be tmaster at Morning Sun, in the
county of Louisa and State of Iowa, in place of Thomas J, Ochil-
tree. Incumbent’s commission expires January 23, 1904,

Charlie B. Warner to be postmaster at Central City, in the county
(l)f %ﬁn and State of Iowa. Office became Presidential January

, 1004,

Frank W. Carroll to be postmaster at Toronto, in the county
of Woodson and State of %

ansas, Office became Presidential
January 1, 1904,

Edward C. Hill to be postmaster at Burr Oak, in the county of
Jewell and State of Kansas. Office became Presidential January

1, 1904,
2 KENTUCKY.
John H. Hankla to be postmaster at Junction City, in the county

KANBAS.

of Boyle and State of Kentucky. Office became Presidential Oc-

tober 1, 1903,
LOUISIANA.

Rutis Morgan to be postmaster at New Roads, in the parish of
Pointe Coupee and State of Louisiana. Office became Presidential
October 1, 1903.

Pinckney Weaks to be postmaster at Monroe, in the parish of
Onachita and State of Louisiana, in place of Henry C. Ray, re-
moved.

MAIRE.

Jonathan F. Jefferds to be postmaster at Livermore Falls, in the
county of Androscoggin and State of Maine, in place of Jonathan
F, Jefferds., Incumbent’s commission expired January 17, 1501.

MARYLAND.

George W. Evans to be postmaster at Aberdeen, in the county
of Harford and State of Maryland, in place of George W. Evans.
Incumbent’s commission expired Janunary 3, 1904,

MASSACHUSETTS.

Charles F. Hammond to be postmaster at Nantucket, in the
county of Nantucket and State of Massachusetts, in place of
Charles F. Hammond. Incumbent’s commission expired January
17, 1904,

George L. Minott to be postmaster at Gardner, in the county of
Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in place of George L.
Minott. Incumbent’s commission expired January 3, 1904.

MICHIGAN,

Edgar B. Gregory to be postmaster at Jonesville, in the county
of Hillsdale and State of Michigan, in place of Edgar B. Gregory.
Incumbent’s commission expired January 3, 1904.

John P. Seott, jr., to be postmaster at Delray, in the county of
Wayne and State of Michigan, in place of John P. Scott, jr. In-
cumbent’s commission expires Janunary 23, 1004,

MINNESOTA.

Edward Chard to be postmaster at Belleplaine, in the connty of
Scott a%% State of Minnesota. Office became Presidential Janu-
ary 1, 1904,

William R. Edwards to be postmaster at Tracy, in the county
of Lyon and State of Minnesota, in place of William R. Edwards.
Incumbent’s commission expired January 3, 1804,

Warren D. Harden to be postmaster at Le Roy, in the county
of Mower and State of Minnesota, in place of Warren D, Harden.
Incumbent’s commission expires January 23, 1904, -

MISSISSIPPI.

Henry C. Majure to be postmaster at Newton, in the connty of
Newton and State of Mississippi. Office became Presidential
January 1, 1904,

Thomas Richardson to be postmaster at Port Gibson, in the
county of Claiborne and State of Mississippi, in place of Thomas
Richardson, Incumbent's commission expired January 10, 1903.

MISSOURI. 2

William Beisner to be postmaster at Lockwood, in the county
of Dade and State of Missouri. Office became Presidential Octo-
ber 1, 1903.

Frank A. Hardin to be postmaster at Cabool, in the county of
Texas and State of Missouri. Office became Presidential January
1, 1904,

'Florence M. Low to be postmaster at Hamilton, in the connty
of Caldwell and State of Missouri, in place of Eugene S. Low,
deceased.

NEBRASKA.

Williams T. Owens to be postmaster at Loup City, late Loup,
in the county of Sherman and State of Nebraska, in place of
William T. Owens, to change name of office.

Marion E. Richardson to be postmaster at Clarks, in the county
of Merrick and State of Nebraska. Office became Presidential
January 1, 1904, :

Daniel N. Wonder fo be postmaster at Blue Springs, in the
county of Gage and State of Nebraska. Office became Presiden-
tial January 1, 1904,

NEW HAMPSHIRE.

George A. McIntire to be postmaster at Milford, in the county
of Hillsboro and State of New Hampshire, in place of George A.
McIntire, Incumbent’s commission expired January 17, 1904,

NEW JERSEY.

William C. Howell to be postmaster at Blairstown, in the coun
of Warren and State of New Jersey. Office became Presidenti
January 1, 1904.

Daniel M. Merchant to be postmaster at Morris Plains, in the
county of Morris and State of New Jersey, in place of Daniel M.
Merchant. Incumbent’s commissjon expired ember 19, 1908,

Thomas Moritz to be postmaster at Glenridge, in the connty of
Essex and State of New J erseg, in place of Thomas Moritz. In-
cumbent’s commission expired January 18, 1904.

William G. Simpson to be ter at High Bridge, in the
county of Hunterdon and State of New Jersey, in place of William
G. Simpson. Incumbent’s commission expired January 3, 1904.

NEW MEXICO.

Charles O. Leach to be postmaster at Portales, in the county of
Roosevelt and Territory of New Mexico, Office became Presi-
dential January 1, 1904,

NEW YORK.

Robert G. Anderson to be postmaster at Freeport, in the county
of Nassau and State of New York, in place of Robert G. Ander-
son. Incumbent’s commission expires Janunary 23, 1904,

Albert H. Clark to be postmaster atSilver Springs, in the county
of Wyoming and State of New York. Office became Presidential
January 1, 1904, :

Charles H. Cutler to be postmaster at Au Sable Forks, in the
county of Essex and State of New York, in place of William
Hopkins, deceased.

William J. Guthrie to be postmaster at Philadelphia, in the
county of Jefferson and State of New York, in place of William
J. Guthrie. Incumbent’s commission expired January 18, 1904,

Thomas A. McWhinney to be postmaster at Lawrence, in the
county of Nassau and State of New York, in place of Thomas A.
McWhinney. Incumbent’s commission expired December 13,
1903. -

Charles H. Whitson to be postmaster at Briarcliff Manor, in
the county of Westchester and State of New York, Office became
Presidential January 1, 1904,

NORTH CAROLINA.

Robert 8. Templeton to be postmaster at Mooresville, in the
county of Iredell and State of North Carolina. Office became
Presidential January 1, 1004,

KNORTH DAKOTA.

Wallace Galehouse to be postmaster at Carrington, in the county
of Foster and State of North Dakota, in place of Wallace Gale-
house. Incumbent's comimission expired December 13, 1903.

Jens A. Lyngved to be postmaster at Esmond, in the county of
Benson and State of North Dakota. Office became Presidential
January 1, 1904,




838

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

JANUARY 18,

Edwin H. Wiper to be r at Bowdon, in the county of
Wells and State of Nmm. Office became Presidential
January 1, 1904,

OHIO,.

Harlow N. Aldrich to be postmaster at Elmore, in the county
of Ottawa and State of Ohio, in place of Harlow N. Aldrich.
Incumbent’s commission expired January 3, 1904,

OKLAHOMA.

Charles D. Campbell to be aster at Apache, in the county
of Caddo and Territory of O oma, Office became Presidential
April 1, 1908,

OREGON.

Alonzo M. Woodford to be postmaster at Medford, in the county
of Jackson and State of Oregon, in place of George F. Merriman.
Incumbent’s commission expired January 17, 1904,

PENNSYLVANIA.

Alonzo M. Frederick to be r at New Kensington, in

the county of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania, in place

of Joseph B. Heister, resigned.
Char ,eﬁGmfﬁn to be at Catasauqua, in the county
and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Charles Graffin.

of Lehig
Incumbent’s commission expired January 17, 1904,

Everett W. Greene to be postmaster at Patton,in the county of
Cambria and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Everett W. Greéne.
Incumbent’s commission expires Janunary 18, 1904,

John J. Mather to be postmaster at Benton, in the county of
?:iumbligo%nd State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presidential

y1, A

George W. Mullen to be postmaster at Dillsburg, in the connty
of York and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presidential
January 1, 1904,

Daniel W. Reynolds to be postmaster at Reedsviﬂa,inthecongz
of Mifflin and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presidenti
T i B ¢l to be postmaster at Bethlehem, in th

. Willi ieg a . e county
of Northamptom and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Lewis
W. Snyder. Incumbent’s commission expires January 18, 1904,

Penroe C. Romberger to be r at Elizabethville, in the
county of Dauphin and State of Pennsylvania, Office became
Presidential January 1, 1904,

BOUTH CAROLINA.

Edgar E. Poag to be postmaster at Rockhill, in the county of
York and State of South Carolina, in place of Cadwallader J.
Pride, deceased. -

TEXAS,

Lida T. Robinson to be postmaster at West, in the county of
McLennan and State of Texas, in place of Austin M. Robinson,

TUTAH.

Lars O. Lawrence to be postmaster at Spanish Fork, in the 1

joounty ofl Ug?}i: and State of Utah, Office became Presidential
an , 1004,

Jozeph Odell to be postmaster at Logan, in the county of Cache
and Stl;.te of Utah, in place of Robert Murdock, Incumbent’s
commission expired January 17, 1904.

John Peters to be g)atmaater at American Fork, in the connty
of Utah and Stateof Utah. Office became Presidential January 1,

1
9'0‘4- VIRGINIA.

William H. Mosby to be postmaster at Bedford City, in the
county of Bedford and State of Virginia, in place of William H.
Mosby. Incumbent’s commission expires February 2, 1804

WEST VIRGINIA.

America M. Baldwin to be ter at St. Albans, in the
county of Kanawha and State of West Virginia. Office became
Presidential April 1, 1802. A :

George M. Right to be postmaster at Belm&n, in the county
of Barbour and State of West Virginia, O became Presi-
dential April 1, 1903.

- WISCONSIN.

Horace J. Blanchard to be postmaster at Colby, in the county
of Marathon and State of Wisconsin. Office became Presidential
January 1, 1904.

Albert L. Fontaine to be postmaster at Grand Rapids, in the
county of Wood and State of Wisconsin, in place of Albert L,
Fontaine. Incumbent's commission expired February 15, 1902.

Ashley 8. Higgins to be postmaster at Markesan, in the county
of Green Lake and State of Wisconsin. Office became Presiden-
tial January 1, 1904.

Joseph E. Parry to be postmaster at Florence, in the county of
Florence and State of Wisconsin, in place of Joseph E. Parry.
Incumbent's commission expires Jannary 23, 1804,

Theodore Riel to be aster at Burli n, in the county of
Racine and State of Wisconsin, in place of Theodore Riel, Incum-
bent’s commission expired January 17, 1904,

Charles W. Tyler to be ter at Mellen, in the county of
Ashland and State of Wisconsin. Office became Presidential

January 1, 1904,
Lansing A. Wilcox to be r at Cadott, in the county of
Office became Presidential

Chippewa and State of
January 1, 1904,
Buck Williams to be postmaster at Iola, in the county of Wau-
}Jaga 934.]1& State of Wisconsin., Office became Presidential January
]

isconsin,

CONFIRMATIONS.
Exeeutive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 18, 1904
AUDITOR FOR POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT.

Joseg; J. McCardy, of Minnesota, to be Aunditor for the Post-
Office Department.

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY,

Artillery Corps.

Col. John P. Story, Artillery Corps, to be Chief of Artill
with A ha Tk of Brig it aenl o
Pay Department.

Col. Francis 8. Dodge, Assistant Paymaster-General, to be
Paymaster-General with the rank of brigadier-general for the
period of four years.

To be major-generals.
e ]13&1)% Gen William A. Kobbé, United States Army, January
"Brig. Gen. Joseph P. Sanger, United States Army.
Brig. Gen. Alfred E. Bates, Paymaster-General.
Brig. Gen, Wallace F. Randolph, Chief of Artillery,

To be brigadier-generals,
Col. Alfred Mordecai, Ordnance Department.
Col. Harry L. Haskell, Third Infantry.
Col. Forrest H. Hathaway, Assistant Quartermaster-General.
Col. Asher C. Taylor, Artillery Corps,
Col. John G. Butler, Ordnance Department.
Lieut. Col. Charles J. Allen, Corps of Engineers.
Lieut. Col. Theodore E. True, Deputy Quartermaster-General.
Col. Frank M. Coxe, Assistant Paymaster-General.
Col. Jacob Kline, Twenty-first Infantry.
Col. William E. Dougherty, Eighth Infantry.
Col. William 8. McCaskey, Twentieth Infantry.
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY,
Pay Department.
Lieut. Col. Francis S. , Deputy Pa,
Assistant Paymaster-Gen with the
Cavalry Arm.
First Lient. Willard H. McCormack, Eleventh Cavalry, to be
captain, December 21, 1903.
Second Lieut, Oscar 8. Lusk, Twelfth Cavalry, to be first lieu-

ter-General, to be
of colonel,

" tenant, December 21, 1903.

Infantry Arm.
First Lieut. Joseph L. Gilbreth, Fourteenth Infantry, to be
cagectain, November 21, 1903,
ond Lieut. Nels Dicmann Anderson, Seventh Infantry (now
serving under the name of Nels Anderson), to be first lientenant
of infantry, September 23, 1803.
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS,
Or.%]bert A, Roberts to be receiver of public moneys at La Grande,
c. -
POSTMASTERS,
CONNECTICUT.
Charles Harris to be postmaster at Westport, in the county of
Fairfield and State of Connecticut.
William H. Kenyon to be postmaster at Moosup, in the county
of Windham and State of Connecticut,

DELAWARE.
William B, to be postmaster at Harrington, in the
county of Kent and State of Delaware.
ILLINOIS.
Albert Bothfuhr to be postmaster at Grant Park, in the county
of Kankakee and State of Illinois.
Walker T. Butler to be postmaster at Sidell, in the county of
Vermilion and State of Illinois.
Archibald B. Campbell to be postmaster at Tolono, in the county
of Champaign and State of Illinois.
William Clemans to be postmaster at Mansfield, in the county
of Piatt and State of Illinois.
Lewis J. Farmer to be postmaster at Tamaroa, in the county of
Perry and State of Illinois.
Howard E. White to be postmaster at Fairmount, in the county
of Vermilion and State of Illinois,

~
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Joshua P, Albright to be p?s,::n‘::t:er at Fremont, in the county quee?dan‘;a%elr%ttgytgtbakﬁhom PR sk owes, T e ooty of
of Stenben and State of Indiana. PENNSYLVANTA.

Charles C. Fesler to be postmaster at Clay City, in the conunty of
Clay and State of Indiana.
JOWA. .
Daniel Anderson to be postmaster at Lamoni, in the county of
Decatur and State of Iowa.
Wel]ington H. Gowdy to be r at Corwith, in the
county of Hancock and State of Iowa.
MASSACHUSETTS.
George H. Seymour to be postmaster at Monson, in the county
of Hampden and State of Massachusetts. .
MICHIGAN.,
Ralph D. Harris to be postmaster at Almont, in the county of
Lapeer and State of Michigan.
eorge Preston to be postmaster at Grass Lake, in the county
of Jackson and State of Michigan.
 MINNESOTA.
Clarence J. Buckley to be postmaster at Delano, in the county
of Wright and State of Minnesota.
Newton H. Ingersoll to be postmaster at Brainerd, in the
county of Crow Wing and State of Minnesota.
Emil Nelson to be r at Albert Lea, in the conunty of
Freeborn and State of Minnesota.
Albert W. Swanson to be postmaster at Royalton, in the county
of Morrison and State of Minnesota.
NEBRABKA.

Samuel B. Hall to be postmaster at Ashland, in the county of
Saunders and State of Nebraska.

Thomas A. Healey to be postmaster at Milford, in the county of
Seward and State of Nebraska,

Leander H. Jewett to be Poshnutar at Broken Bow, in the
county of Custer and State of Nebraska.

John M. Jones to be ]];oshnsater at Clay Center, in the county
of Clay and State of Nebraska.

John M. Mills to be postmaster at Laurel, in the county of Ce-
dar and State of Nebraska,

NEW JERSEY,

Evan F. Benners to be postmaster at Moorestown, in the county
of Burlington and State of New Jersey.
NEW MEXICO.

Thomas W. Collier to be postmaster at Raton, in the county of
Colfax and Territory of New Mexico.
EEW YORK,
William B. Adams to be postmaster at Bedford Station, in the
county of Westchester and State of New York.
Augustus De Witt, jr., to be
county.of Queens and State of New York.
Thomas H. Dickinson to be ter at Champlain, in the
co;:lnty Of]':}ClIiinton mtg %am Yo?illogany in th ty
enry E, Harms T a ,in the coun
of Cattaraugus and State of New York.
Alexander M. Harriott to be postmaster at Rye, in the county
T i 3o B Donts oo oL W e s Wl o e
) to ter at Wa in the coun
of Dutchess and State of New York. . : i
Austin Hicks to be postmaster at Great Neck, in the county of
N?S}Elm %ndf‘it;tet:ﬁww e t Hyde Park, in th ty of
ohn 8 a e Park, in the county o
Diatohens and # ot of How York - ’
Charles T. Knight to be %mtmaster at Monroe, in the county of
Orange and State of New York. !
Hiram B. Odell to be at Newburgh, in the county
of Orange and State of New York. /
Samuel H. Parsons fo be r at East Hampton, in the
county of Suffolk and State of New York.
Edward C. Ripley to be}yoatmasber at Hillburn, in the county
of Rockland and State of New York.
De Witt C. Titus to be postmaster at Hempstead, in the county
of Nassau and State of New York.
Albert Weed to be postmaster at Ticonderoga, in the county of
Essex and State of New York,
NORTH CAROLINA.
John L. Matheson to be postmaster at Wadesboro, in the county
of Anson and State of North Carolina.
John L. Phelps to be postmaster at Plymouth, in the county of
‘Washington and State of North Carolina, ;

OELAHOMA.
Charles F, Hartrouft to be postmaster at Foss, in the county of
‘Washita and Territory of Oklahoma.

William E. McGuire to be postmaster at Pawhuska, in the
county of Osage Nation and Territory of Oklahoma.

at Maspeth, in the | .

Crawford H, McGee to be postmaster at Mahaffey, in the county
of Clearfield and State of Pennsylvania.

J oseﬁtalnlloody to be postmaster at Tremont, in the county of
Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania.

John P. Wilson to be postmaster at Manor, in the county of
Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania.

WISCONEIN.

William W. Chapman to be postmaster at Horicon, in the
county of Dodge and State of Wisconsin,

Joseph E. Parmelee to be postmaster at West Salem, in the
county of La Crosse and State of Wisconsin.

Kirby Thomas to be r at Superior, late West Superior,
in the county of Douglas and State of Wisconsin.

Frank Tucker to be postmaster at Princeton, in the county of
Green Lake and State of Wisconsin,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

MoNDAY, January 18, 1904.

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HExry N. Couvpex, D. D.

The Journal of Thursday, January 14, was read, corrected, and
approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE,

Am from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, one of its clerks,
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles;
in whit%lcli the concurrence of the House of Representatives was

uested:
. 2559. An act granting a pension to James Graham;

S. 2689, An act granting an increase of pension to David M.
Kanouse;

S. 2298, An act granting a pension to P. J. Conway:

8&2093. An act granting an increase of pension to Victoria M.
€]

S. 880. An act granting an increase of pension to Allen W, (alias
Albert) Hall;

S. 265, An act granting an increase of pension to Frances Gray;

S. 980. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Von
Kusserow;

S. 1938, An act granting an increase of pension to Aldridge

Patterson;

Eds. 2509. An act granting an increase of pension to Abner B.
son;
5. 2486. An act granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer

ing:
8. 1428, An act granting an increase of pension to George Pen-

nington; .
S. 594. An act granting an increase of pension to Finley T.
Johnson;
Bi?l.]w&i. An act granting an increase of pension to Benton D,
er;
8. 2236. An act granting an increase of pension to James Reed;
. An act granting an increase of pension to Delia B.

. An act granting an increase of pension 'to Thomas

. An act granting a pension to Marit Johnson;

. An act granting a pension to Susan Fenno;

Ns%g"i&. An act granting an increase of pension to Owen E.
ewton;

f ﬁ‘?,].jn2712. An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet

gs; .

HS. 593, An act granting an increase of pension to William H,
orn;
8. 1956. An act granting an increase of pension to Seth L. Craig;
8. 186. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary T,

Strickland; :

013' 2440. An act granting an increase of pension to George
sem;

Eil%’?'r. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert Mar-

FS. 2(}:;8 An act granting an increase of pension to Alpheus
awcett;

S. 1451, An act granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Wil-
liam T. Hmﬁj b

S. 2126, act ing an increase of pension to Thomas
Williams; granting : pe

8. 1689. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry H.
Houghton;

S. 2128. An act

granting an increase of pension to George A.
Seebold; . =




		Superintendent of Documents
	2017-10-23T17:42:17-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




